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FOREWORD 



Educational systems are mostly das^ned to meet the needs of 
"nomiar people. Those who are not consktered "normal" for some rea- 
s<»ts are often ignored ar%i regarded as exceptNHiai cases. 

Ktost people who Kve in the undetdevek^sed pi^ of a country, who 
have to work on a fulttime basis for Rving, who got marled and had 
children before the oon^etk>n of his/her fwmal schoolii^, and finally 
who have very limited ^cess to good housing, nrntem household ap* 
pHanoes. the mass media, ... are usuaffy not token Into c(»i^derMk>n 
while the alk}catk>n of resoi^ces for educatkm is being rraKte. Opportu- 
nity for hi^ier Mjucatk>n for those who have sudi personal »uj sod- 
oeconomte char^^ter^cs are almost nonexistent ki many country. In 
other worcte, there emerges what is to be called inequality in educa- 
tkmat (^portuniti^ for such people. 

The (fistance educatk>n programs offered by the Open Educatton Fa- 
cutty of ^adolu University are thoi^t to be a m^ break through for 
tfiose with the at>ove personal and sock)econofT^ charactertetics. as 
weH as for those who do not want to go b)to regutsv in-cto type ftigher 
educafion programs for some other reasons. Consequently, a study of 
their progress in these programs through the school years was needed 
to M if Ihose who h^ to try very hard to achieve' were really keepkig 
up with that requirement. Such a study has just been presented by Dr. 
Ugur Oemiray. 

Dr. Demira/s present study on some selective personal and socioec- 
onomic characteristtos of the sti^nts who attained successful comple- 
tton of the four-year degree pn^ran^ in exactly four school years, that 
is with no loss of semesters, in (fistance education programs in Eco- 
nomics and Business Administration, aims to meet a pressing need In 
this area. His timely study on the to^ bears ateo some fnAful results 
incScattng tfmt "those who had to try very hard to achieve' have 8(^aily 
been living up to this very high level op expectation, and have been 
doing so, In general, with some very good results. For many readers, I 
believe, it will be a thrilling experience to see, for examipte. that those 
who have to work on a fulttime baste in addition to many other econom- 
toal and social hardships they experience in their dai^ lives can also 
manage to get good marks in their distance education courses; this sig* 
• nifies that they can futfiil both of these extremely demanding responsi- 
t>iiites simultaneously and satisfactorily, 

I 
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I'm proud of beir^ one of Dr. DeirUra/s advisors in this piece of good 
work. I hope that it will be the te(^nbig of a series of research work on 
the relations between the personal arui sodoeconomic determiners of 
£»ademic achievement in cfistance educatkm cowses and the residtnat 
ievei of teaming. Such research ^udies may have the way and provide 
the necessary motivation for increasingly better distance education ser- 
vk:es for those who realty need it 
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CHAPTER i 
INTRODUCTION 



PROBLEM 

Anadolu University, Q)©n Education Faculty, \Afhich has brought a 
new model of teaching to Turkish Edut^tion system with the use of 
mass-media for educational purposes since 1982. has seen the gradu- 
ation of Its first students in 1985-86 spring term {in June). 

Today, distance education method, which has been adopted as a 
contemporary method of education in approximately two hundred 
countries in the world, has turned ail media the necessary educational 
means from the written materials to TV broadcasting, from face-to-face 
education to radio broadcasting. Therefore, the educationists and edu- 
cational administrators, who carry out educational services using these 
mecfia. have taken great responsibilities due to the unavoidable effect 
of these media on societies as well as the gradual scarcity of the re- 
sources used. In other words, every kind of message conveyed by the 
mass-media can have a great effect on the decisions the masses will 
take in a seconds. The government administrators carefully watch 
every activity made through the contribution of the mass-media and 
take new decisions or precautions in consideration with the results of 
the activity since the mass-media has a great power of influence on 
people. 

Today, the twentieth century man, who has become alien to his soci- 
ety -even to himself- carries out his social interactions -which Is a pre- 
requisite of being a nuin-through his life experience and the units of his 
educational background. These individuals whose experience and ed- 
ucation are not expanded have to live in a world prepared and manipu- 
lated by their superiors. 

For this reason the mass-media which was primarily not developed 
for educational purposes has been put in the service of education by 
scientists, educationists and administrators for the sake of mankind. In 
this way. the indivWuals who want to 'renew* themselves against social 
and economic pressures but who missed the opportunity of continuing 
their education have been given educational services by the distance 
education method. 
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With the use of dstance education meth(»:i the tradition^ ediK^ation- 
ai methods have had to reorganize themselves and more than that 
"renew" themselves. Only the educational metho<te v^ich "renew" 
themseh^s in terms of contemporary requirements can provide the 
memt>ers of the societies with influential educational background and 
perform their social responstbiiities. 

Both the tracStional and the contemporary distance education meth- 
ods are supported by the social institutions if they t)ecome more func- 
tional and helpful for the parte of the society they serve. 

The Open Education Faculty has employed the distance education 
and ^ XHt way broi^t a new dimension to Turkish Educational Histo- 
ry for four years. The faculty saw its first graduates after this four-year 
period. However, the answer to the question of that characteristics the 
great mass of sbJdents who registered to tfie faculty has are represent- 
ed by this mass of graduates Is not known. That is why, it is necessary 
to reveal what characteristics the Open Education Faculty graduates 
have. Here lies the prot)lem of the study. Therefore this study will deal 
with the questk)n of what are the social and personal characteristics of 
the Open Education Faculty first graduates in spring term 1985-1986. 
(In other words those, who graduated in June) 

Since it is not possit>le not to consider the sub-problems preparing 
the above question, necessary answers must be provkled for the fol- 
lowing sub-prot>lems in order to solve the main prot>iem: 

1 - What are the Jiaracteristics of the mass of graduate students 
different from those of the under graduate students? 

2- Can there be a paraleiism between students' social and personal 
characteristics and their graduation? 

PURPOSE 

Anadolu University, Open Education Faculty, which was founded 
and started in 1982-83 educational year, has been carrying out its 
teaching servkres through the use of mass-media for educational pur- 
poses. This faculty reaches its students with the help of educational TV 
programs, written-materials, radio-broadcasts, face-to-face education 
(supervising services) organizations, video education and student - of- 
fice services ail over Turkey - in cities, towns and even in villages. The 
students who complete their academic studies are awarded with a 6.A. 

4 
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d^loma. The question in this study is this: what soda) and personei 
diaracteristics does the mass of stiKtents graduated from thte faculty 
have? Therefore, the pt^pose of this sttidy is to find out these charac- 
terise of the graduates through the use of a descr^tive method. In or- 
der to achieve this purpose the following has been taken in to consider- 
ation: 

a) What personal characteristics the grac^iates have, 

b) What social diaraneristics the grackjates have, 

c) What are the char^teristics the garuditte student have different 
from those of the Open Faculty undergraduate students. k\ other words, 
whether there is a paraileiism t>etween the students' ^rsonal and so- 
cial characteristics and their graduation from the Open Education Fa- 
culty. 

SCOPE 

The scope of the study can be defined in terms of the following: 

a) The mentioned data has been collected wi^ the he^ of the ques- 
tionnaries s^ied. 

b) The su^ets, i.e. the group of the graduate students, can represent 
the following graduates (e.g. in September In 1985-86 term and in the 
future) to a certain extent. 

IMPORTANCE 

This study will prinnariiy acknowledge the Open Education Faculty 
administrators in terms of what students having what characteristics 
graduate from the faculty without failure. This study wiH also help the 
authorities of the student Placement Center (which its name is shor- 
tened as 6SYM}, by which students are given seats in tNs facuiiy, and 
the Anadolu University Educational staff, who cany out supervising ac- 
ademic services in tenns of what kind of a student. Mass they are going 
to address and how they can contribute to the distance education sys- 
tem. Furthemiore. this study is also believed to inform the Turkteh edu- 
cationists in terms of the characteristics of the Open Education Faculty 
graduates. The results which will be obtained at the end of the study 
are thought to be helpful and also contributing to the Open Education 
Faculty administrators in their decisions. 
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It is believed that this study will t>e of great help for the scientists • 
even for foreigners- to gsrin a new education^ perspet^e. Rnalty, it is 
believed that this study will bring a new dimension to the public's ktea 
of distance education and will help build a consdenciousness for its 
api^ication on many different fields of study. 

HYPOTHESIS 

The hypotheses formed in this study can be defined as such: 

a) The data which has been gathered with the he^ of the 
questionnaire have been honestly answered by the students. 

b) The graduate students group can acknowledge us In tenns of the 
typology or a short profile of the next graduates to an extent. 

DEFINITIONS 

The tenns which will frequently be used throughout the study are as 

Senior Student : The student who registered to the Anadolu Uni- 
versity. Open Education Faculty in 1982-83 temi and become a condi- 
late for graduation in 1985-86 term. 

Graduate Student: The student who registered to the Anadolu 
University, Open Faculty in 1982-83 temi and graduated from the facul- 
ty in 1985-86 Spring semester (in June). 
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CHAPTER II 
METHOD 



in ttiis chapter the target-mass and the control-group will be dis- 
cuss^. I^r, the data and data analysis wiN be de^ with. 

THE SUBJECTS 

The sut>}ects used in this study are presented below: 

The Targot Mass 

In this stu^ the students who graduated from the Anaddu Universi- 
ty. Open Education Faculty "Economies' and *Biminess AMnistration' 
progran^ in June 1986 and the Open Education Faculty Senior Stu- 
dents are dealt with. As previously stated in the prot>lem, the question 
of whether the grsK^ates of June 1 986 are (Afferent from the Qpisn Edu- 
cation Faculty undergraduates in terms of their social and personal 
characteristics has been studied. In other words, the ktea of whether 
there a paraReflsm between these diaracteristics and the graduation 
of the students has been analysed. 

The graduate students of 1985-66 spring temn (June) and together 
with them the Open Education Faculty undergnKiuate students are the 
8ut)}ects of the study. The others who wiH become the senior students 
of the above mentioned programs can also be accei:^ as the subject 
if there wiU not be any changes in the circumstances. Therefore, the first 
senior students of the Open Education Faculty "Economics" and 
"Business Administration" programs form the target-mass of this 
present study. 

The Control Group 

In this study aN the students formlr^ the target-mass have been tak- 
en in to consideration. A distinctive control group out of these students 
has not been formiKj since there would be no crucial difficulties in 
terms of data cdtection and data analysis. Therefore, throughout the 
study all the students wiH be named the control group. 

To summarize, the control group of this study Includes the students 
who registered to the Anadolu University Open Education Faculty pro- 
grams in 1982-83 term and became the senior stixlents of these pro- 
grams in 1985-86 spring temi (in June). 

9 
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DATA AND DATA COLLECTION 

Applying a qudstionnaira to the control group and accomplishing 
the data obtained through tiie questionnaire with the necessary infor- 
mation from ttre Open Education Faculty studies and from the offidai 
documents kepx t>y the Open Education Faculty Administration has 
t>een (todded to achieve the purpose of this present study. Throughout 
the study deserve method has been employed. 

The sources of knowledge for this descr^tive study are as such: As 
it is l<nown, in 1985-86 Spring Term (in June) 768 stuctents graduated 
from the Anadoiu University, Open Education Faculty- "Economics" and 
"Business Administration" programs. (*) 

In this term there were 9946 candidates for graduation. These stu- 
dents were given a questionnaire titled "Leisure Time Activities of the 
Open Education Faculty Students' (See: Apf^ndix 1). From the an- 
swers to this questionnaire, the necessary information about the stu- 
dents who graduated in June was taken and analysed in the comput- 
ers. Yet, since 680 students out of 768 gave necessary information, 
only infomiation at>out 680 students coukf be gathered. Later on, 44 
students who dkj not answer the questions properly were exduded. 
Throughout this study the data collected from 636 students has t>een 
taken into consideration. Therefore, the rate of returning of the ques- 
tionnaire is 83%. 

At the same time throughout the sUidy the information gathered from 
the "Stuctent Information Fornis" of those who registered the Open Edu- 
cation Faculty in 1982-1983 fern, and their following student' infonna- 
tlon fornns has been used to determine tie c^fferences and similarities 
between the grac&ate students and the undergraduates. 

For this study the theses, researches and studies carried out in the 
Open Education Faculty have been made use of. When necessary 
these studies wiH t>e quated with the name of the researcher, the year 
of the study and page numbers in parenthesis. Also "footnotes" will be 
used for necessary explanations. 

As it has been stated £^ve this study is a descriptive one. There- 
fore, the marginal tables and percentages of the data gathered have 
been used. And crossed tables have been fomned when necessary, in 



(*) This numtMr increased to 4658 with the graduates in September. 
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ofder to define the target-mass the questions which are expected to in- 
cHca^ to socio-economical levels of the students have been consid- 
ered. The other type of questions have not been included In the study. 

ANALYSIS OF DATA DATA 

In this study, sociari and personal characterl^ics of the stui^ts who 
grac^ated from the Open Education Faculty In 1985-86 spring term 
have been analysed and the question of whether there is a parallelism 
or relation t)etween these characteristics and tfteir graduation has been 
studied. This situation can t)riefly be expressed as such (Ozgellk, 1981, 
p:54) 

Y»f(Xi+X2+X3+X4+ Xn) 

Y represents gr^iuation, X represent personal and social variations 
related with graiuation. However, m this study the above mentioned re- 
lations have been analysed one t)y one. 

As f^vlousfy stated, the variation which is aimed in this study is the 
explanation of grahjatton variation of the Open Education Faculty stu- 
dents. The variations whose relations with the gracfciates* characteristic 
will be studied m this study are the personal, social and economic indi- 
cators related with senior students. The data for mese Indicators has 
been gathered fr(Mn the answers in a questionnaire. 

In order to find out whether there are some (fistinctlve characteristics 
between the 1985-86 graduates and the senior students, the crossed 
distrit>utions of the senior studente have been employed. 

To test the relabon among the characteristic represented by the di- 
mensious on the crossed table Khi Square Test has been used. 

X^ = X fo« observing frequency 

fe fe» expecting frequency 

In cases when this test gives available results the amount of rela- 
tion among the variations represented by ttie dimensions is tried to be 
determined. With contingency number. The formula used for this pur- 
pose is as such: 




CHAPTER ill 
FINDINGS AND COMMENTS 
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CHAPTER III 
FINDINGS AND COMMENTS 

in Ihte chapt^ the follow^ subtitles are presented for the saite of 
dar^; personal informations, home atmo^>here. time for study, level of 
the parents' education and occupation, the family's economic situation 
se)6 interaction with parents. 

PERSONAL INFORMATIONS 

Thte part includes the programs the control group-students attend, 
their ages, sex, maritsy status, the geographical places they Hve in and 
their residence. The question of whetf^er these Is a parallelism bet- 
ween these characteristics of the senior students and their graduation 
has t>een analysed. 

The number of senior students in the Open Education Faculty 
•Economics" and 'Business Administration" ja-ograms in 1985-86 term 
are given in Table 1 in terms of their graduation in the same year, 
spring term (In June). 

TABLE: 1 

The Distritwtion of The 1985-86 Open Education Faculty 
Senior Students In Tenn of Their Programs and 
Their Gr^ualion In The Spring Term 





Economk^s 


Business Adm. 


TOTAL 


in the sprif^ term 
(in June) 








Graduates 
Non-Graduates 


400 
4664 


236 
3078 


636 
7742 


TOTAL 


5064 


3314 


8378 



4 students are not included in this analysis. 



As seen in Table 1. the 60% of the 1985-86 Open Faculty senior 
students attend "Economics" program and proximately 40% of them 
attend "Business Administration" program. In the same year approxl- 
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mate^y 8% of the senior students in "Economies' and appfoximatsly 
7% of the senior sti^tents in 'Business Administration" f^ogram gradu- 
ated, in terms of the graduation in June, there no (^rence between 
the two programs and if the two programs me consktered togetfw. it is 
seen that about 8% of the senior students gr^ated in June 1986 (*). 
Therefore, the senior students in t>oth of the programs wiii be taken into 
consideration together. The information missing in Ts&Ae is as such: In 
1982-83 term 29.479 sUidents registered to the (^n Education Fa- 
culty programs, in this case, the rate of becoming a senior student with- 
out failure is 28% graduating in spring terni (in June). Again out of this 
numt>er is graduated without faUure at>out2%. 

Table 2 inckJdes the Open Education Faculty senior students in 
both programs in 1985-1986 educational year in terms of their sex 
and graduation in spring term. 

TABLE: 2 

The Distribution of The 1985-86 
Open Education Faculty Senior Students 
in Terms of Sex And Their Graduation in June 





Female 


Mate 


TOTAL 


in th0 spring term 
(In June) (") 








Graduates 
^ton•Graduates 


140 
2292 


496 
5445 


636 
7737 


TOTAL 


2432 


5941 


8373 



9 students are not included in this analysis. 



{•) The rate of the senior students in both "Economics" and "Business Administration" 
programs who ^aduaied in June 1986 beoMnes a^^oximate^ 8% when 1 178 stu- 
dents who tiki rwt answer the questionnaire and 389 senior stutonts (in sum 1^7 
students) who did not answer the questons ^xordingly are «kied to 8332 stu- 
dents considered here. 

(**) After this tat^ "in spring term' will call (or show) as 'In June* in alt t^tes. 
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Table 2 indicates that out of the senior students proximately 8% 
are male and e% female stwJents graduated In June. There is a statisti- 
cal difference Iwtween male and female students : {X2^^j^i6.50, 
p<0.01). (*") Information missing In Table 2 is that out of 29.479 
students who registered to these programs in 1982-83 term, 7592 were 
female and 21.887 were mate students (Sorter. 1986. p:32). When this 
Information is taken into consideration it is seen that there is a differ- 
ence in terms of sex in the graduation rate of those who registered to 
the first years of these programs: (X2^^j=4.76, p<0.01). Out of the stu- 
dents who registered to those programs in 1982-83 term, the graduate 
students rate is 1,8% for females and 2,3% for males. Graphic 1 Shows 
The Graduation In Terms of Sex. 




Table 3 includes the graduation of the 1985-86 senior students in 
the two programs "Economics and Business Administration" in terms of 
their age and their graduation in June. 



(*••) See A^ndix 3 - Table: 1 . 

17 



ERIC 



21* 



TABLE: 3 

The Distribution of The 1985-86 Open Education Faculty 
Senior Students in Temis of Age And Graduation in June 



Age 


Under 
25 


26-30 


31-35 


36-40 


Over 
40 


TOTAL 


\fLMs. 














Graduates 


525 


92 


16 


3 


0 


636 


Non- 














Graduates 


6561 


1026 


100 


27 


9 


7723 


TOTAL 


7086 


1118 


116 


30 


9 


8359 



23 students are not included in this analysis. 

Graphic 2 Shows The Graduation In Terms of Age Groups. 




Under 25 26-30 Above 30 

■ GRADUATES ^ NON GRADUATES 



Graphic 2 : The Graduation In 1985-1986 In Terms of The Distribution of Age 
Groups. 
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Tabte 3 indicates that the graduation rate in June for the senior stu- 
dents of 31-35 age group high. But this has no statisticai value. Ac- 
cording to this data il can t>e said that in 1985-B6 the graduation rate of 
the students- in the sprir^ term-witfiin (Afferent age groups are almost 
the same. 

Table 4 includes the distribution of the senior students in the Open 
Education Faculty programs (Economics and Business Administra- 
tion) in the year 1985-86 in terms of their marital status and their gradu- 
ation In June. 

TABLE: 4 

The Distribution of The 1985-86 Term 
Open Education Faculty Senior Students in Terms 
of Their Marital Status And Graduation InJune 





Single 
Not 

Engaged 


Ef^f^ed 


Single 
Divorced 
Widow/ 
Widover 


^^iT»d 

Wdhout 
Chitdren 


Married 
and Have a 
Children 


TOTAL 


in June 














Gr«juates 


520 


31 


1 


21 


63 


636 


Non- 














Graduates 


6024 


691 


24 


410 


578 


7727 


TOTAL 


6544 


722 


25 


431 


641 


8363 



19 students are not included in ths analysis. 



The data Table: 4 includes Indicates that in 1985-86 term out of the 
senior students in Open Education Faculty programs the graduation 
rate in June is (unmarried, not engaded). This difference the groups 
"manied with children" and "single unmarried, not engaded" Is also a 

statistical difference as {X^^^)=9A709, p<0.02). (*) While 4% of the stu- 
dents in the other educational institutes other than the Open Education 
Faculty - are manied (Abadan, 1961. p:14; Ek§l, 1982, p:159; G6kmen 
and et al, 1985, p:38) 13% of senior Open Faculty students are married 



n See /^pendix 3 -Table; 2 
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and 8% of them are married with chiidren (Oemiray, 1987. p:27). When 
thto fact consktored H is seen that the graduation rate of the group 
"married with ct^dren' is considerat>iy high. Graphic 3 shows the grad> 
uafion in ternis of mssM status. 
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H GRADUATES ^ NON GRADUATES 
Graphic 3: &ffihiatton tn 1985-1986 in Terms of Marital Status. 



The data in Tak>ie 5 in{£cates that the graduation rate among the 
senior students talUng residence in villages Is about 11% and higher 
than the others. The graduation rate of the students living in cities is 
8.6% among the students living in metropolis, this rate becomes lower 
6% the diffence that the Open Education Faculty students living in vil- 
lages show is also statistically Important: (X^^^ j=11. 62, p< 0,001). <*> 



n SeeApperxiix 3 - Table: 3 
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TABLE: 5 

The Distra>ution of The 1985-86 Term Open Education FaniRy 
Senior Students In Tenns of The Characteristics 
of Their Locatk>n and Graduation in June 







City 


County 
Seat 


Town 




TOTAL 


bi June 














&aduat8S 


164 


204 


138 


39 


90 


6K 


Non- 












7725 


Graduates 


2S80 


2171 


1^ 


400 


716 


TOTAL 


2744 


2375 


1996 


439 


606 


8360 



22 ^udents are not induded in ^ anaiysb. 




Metropolis City Center CountiySe^ Town Village 

■1 GRADUATES O NON GRADUATES 

Graphic 4; The Distribution of 1985-1986 Students In Terms of The Develling Places 
And Graduation. 
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This result is a very crudal finding for the distance ^cation pro- 
grams which have aimed at bringing a new dimension to the concept of 
education - out school education. Qrs^ic 4 shows the graduation in 
temis of the units of cfivetling. 

Tai>te 6 shows the distributk>n of the senior students in terms of the 
geographical regions where their Open Education Faculty student. Of- 
fices are and their graduation In June. 

TABLE: 6 

The DistrftHition of The 1985-86 Open Education Faculty 
Senior Students Considering The Geographical Regions 
Where Their Open Education Faculty Students Offices 
Are And Their Graduation In June 





The 

Marmara 
and The 
Aegran 
Re^on 


Central 
Anatolia 


The 

Mediter- 

ranesm 

Region 


Sack 

Sea 

Fkgi(»i 


The 

E^em 
and SmAH 
Eastern 


TOTAL 


tn June 














Graduates 


248 


176 


75 


69 


68 


636 


Non- 














Gr«lual8S 


3528 


2352 


773 


685 


396 


7734 


TOTAL 


3776 


2S28 


848 


754 


464 


8370 



12 students are not ifK;iud«i in this analysis. 



Tablo 6 indicates that in 1985-86 term the graduation rate (In June) 
among the Open Education Faculty senior students who live in the 
Eastern or South Eastern Anatolia is at>out 15%; this rate is 7% in the 
Marmara and Aegean region. The higher graduation rate of those from 
the eastern or South Eastern Anatolia indicates a statical difference: 
{X2^4j=: 44.43; p<0,01 ). (*) This difference indicates that the Open Edu- 
cation Faculty programs have t>een useful! for those students in these 
regions where there are not many facilities for higher education. 



(*) See Appendix 3 • Table: 4 
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Graphic 5 shows the graduation in terms of the geographical regions 
where ttiese are their student offices. 



4000 




Th« Mediterranean East and S<»Jth Centra TT^^KkSea Wamwraand 
Eastern AnaK)ija Aegean 



■1 C^IADUATES ^ NON(?WXMTES 

Graphic 5: The Distribution of The 1985-1986 Students In Terms of The Student 
Offices They Are R^tered And Gra(kjatk>n 

When the personal characteristics of the senior students attending 
the Open Education Faculty programs in 1985-86 tenn and their gradu- 
ation In 1985-86 spring temi are taken Into consideration it is seen that: 

1 - The graduaiton rate of the senior studente does not show a 
difference in temis of the programs they attend, "Economics" and 
"Business A<^lnistration" and different age groups. 

2- However, the graduation rate Ijecomes higher In terms of the 
male students, students living In villages and in the Eastern and 
South Eastern Anatolia. This result indicates that distance edu- 
cation has t)ecome succesful in that it has made out-of school 
education possible all over Turkey, especially in the regions 
where there is a strong need for education. 
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HOME ATMOSPHERE 

This part includes the analysis on the dwelling places of the stu- 
dents, how many people they share their houses witii, the dimensions 
of their houses, whether they have a room of their own and whether 
they have necessary devices such as radio and TV and some other fa- 
cilities. And at the same time the question of whether there is a relation 
t)etween such characteristics and their gr^uation rate wiH be exam- 
ined. 

In Table 7 the students attending Open Education Faculty "Eco- 
nomics" and "Business Administration" programs s^e given in terms of 
the number of persons they share their houses with and their gradua- 
tion in June. 

TABLE:7 

The Distribution of The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Term Senior Students In Terms of The 
Number of People They Live With and 
Their Graduation In June 





Atone 


1 (Mrson 


2-3 persons 


4-5 persons 


6 (M^ More 


TOTAL 


tn June 














Graduates 


19 


29 


221 


232 


132 


633 


Hon- 














Graduates 


208 


487 


2380 


3015 




7720 


TOTAL 


227 


516 


2601 


3247 


1762 


8353 



29 students are not mduded in this analysts. 



Table 7 shows that the graduation rate increases in relation with the 
increase in the number of persons the students live with. 

In Table 8 the distribution of the student who have a study of their 
own and their graduation rate is given. 

The graduation rate of the students who have a study room of their 
own is higher (6%). Yet this is not a distinctive difference. The informa- 
tion missing in the table is that the answers given to the question of 
whether the students who registered in the 1982-83 temi had a study 
have not showed a distinctive difference (Open Education Faculty Ad- 
ministration, 1982-83 Educational Year Student Infonnation Fomi). 
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TABLE: 8 

The Distribution of The 1985-86 Term Open Education FacuJty 

Senior Students In Terms of Wtwttwr They Have A Study 
of Their Own At Home or Not and Th^r Graduation Rate in June 





Students 
A 

Study 


Students 
AStudy 


TOTAL 


tn.Kine 








Gmdualds 


337 


296 


633 


Non-Graduates 


3975 


3742 


7717 


TOTAL 


4312 


4038 


8350 



32 students are not hwiuded in ths analysis. 



T^le 9 Shows the Open Education Facirity senior students in terms 
of the number of rooms in their houses (except bathroom, and kitchen) 
and their graduation rate in June. 

TABLE:9 

The Distrit)ution of The 1985-86 Temi Open Education Faculty 
Senior Students in Terms of The Number of The Rooms 
In Their House and Their Graduation In June 





One 
Boom 


Two 
fteoms 


Three 
Rooms 


R>ur 
Rooms 


Five or 

Mwe 

Rooms 


TOTAL 


In June 

Graduates 
Non-Graduates 


22 
197 


116 
1500 


313 
4177 


141 
1433 


44 
418 


636 
7725 


TOTAL 


219 


1616 


4490 


1574 


462 


8361 



21 students are not included in this analysis. 
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When Table 9 is analysed it is seen test the more the numt>er of 
rooms in the house are the higher the graduation rate is (x^ (4^ 

1 1 .3669, p<0.05}. (') When the numt)er of rooms becomes fever the 
graduation rate of the 1985-86 senior students becomes lower - where 
as the number of rooms increases-except bathroom, bedroom and 
kitchen-the grssJuation rate goes higher. In other words, the graduation 
rate among those who do not have enough rooms in their houses and 
those who have more rooms is increasing. Graphic 6: shows the gradu- 
ation and the number of rooms they have. 



4500 
4000 
3500 
3000 
2^ 
2000 
1500 
1000 
500 
0 





iRoom 



2 Rooms 



5 and Mora 4 Rooms 



3Ro(Mns 



■1 GRADUATES ^ NON GRADUATES 

Graphic 6: The Distributton of 1985-1986 Students In Terms of Tt>e Number of 
Rooms They Have And Graduation. 



The senior students attending the Open Education Faculty programs 
in 1985-86 In terms of such devices, as the radios and tape recorders 
they possess and their graduation are shown in Table 10. 



(•) See Appendix 3 - Table: 5 
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TABLE:10 

Ttie Distribution of The 1985-86 Term Open Education Faculty 

Senior Students In Terms of Their Havir^ BmSto Or 
Tape Recorders of Their Own and Their Gr^Kfuation in June. 





Nona 


Only 


Both 


TOTAL 


fn JufM 










GrMiuates 


37 


185 


413 


635 


Non-Graduates 


506 


1936 


5205 


7647 


TOTAL 


543 


2121 


5618 


8282 



100 students are noi included in th^ analysis 



When the data shown in table 10 has t>een collected, the alterna- 
tives "having only a radio" or "having only a tape recorder" have been 
joined as "having a radio or t^ recoider." In this case there is a rele- 
vant relatlonsh^: (x2j2)=6-9552, p<0.05). <*) As seen in Table 10 the 

graduation rate in june among the Open Education Faculty senior stu- 
dent who have both the radio and the tape recorder is high. The num- 
ber of students who have a radio of their own is higher than those who 
have a tape recorder of their own. 

This is because radios are cheaper and tape recorders are relative- 
ly expensive. Besides, the graduation rate in June is also related with 
the geographical Iroalisatlon of the students. And the radio is a com- 
moner medium in the country. Therefore such a result can be expect- 
ed. 

The senior students of the 1985-86 term who have their own VCRs 
and television and their graduation rate in June are shown in Table 1 1 . 
When the above data Is analysed it Is seen that there is a relevant 

relationship between the two variations: (X2^3j=i i .9771 , pcO.01). (") 

Out of the Open Education Faculty senior students in 1 985-86 terni the 
graduation rate in June is higher for those who have neittier TV or vid- 
eo and those who have only black-white TV. In other words, it is seen 



(*} See Af^ndix 3 • Tcdsle: 6 
f*) See Appendix 3 - Table:? 
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TABLE:11 

T?ie Distribtion of The 1985-86 Open Bjucation Faculty 
Senior Students in Terms of Btadt-Wiiite Posses art6 
Their Graduation in June 





None 


Black 
White 


Oniv 
Color 
TV 


TV and 
VUao 


TOTAL 














Graduates 


61 


317 


208 


48 


632 


(ton^rc^u^es 


734 


3416 


2842 


742 


7734 


TOTAL 


795 


373 


3048 


750 


8366 



16 stiKtonte are not btdiMled in thte 

that the rate of graduation in June for those who have both color TV 
Sid vkleo is iow. As it wiii be seen further the Open Education Faculty 
students conne from the fanrUlies whose soda-economic conditions are 
not high, in tttis case, the answers received to the question "How many 
of such facilities as video, house, car and telephone' do you have?" 
seems to be relevant for the study. Out of the Open Education Faculty 
students, 15% have ttvee or four of the ^ve fadiities-not more (Demi- 
ray, 1987, p:35). Graphic 7: shows the graduation and the TV and vid- 
eo the students possess. 
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■I GRADUATES ^ GRADUATES 

Graphic 7: The DIslrftHrtion of 1985-1986 Students In Terms of The TV 
And Video They Ha>^ And Their Graduation. 



28 



4y 



Tabte 12 shows the senior students in term of such facilities as a 
house, video, car and telephone of their own and their graduation 
rate in June. 

TABI.E:12 

The Distritjution of 1985-86 C^)OT Education Faculty 
Senior Students in Tenns of Such Fadiities 
As House. Car, Vhtoo and TV and Their Grw^tion Rate In June 





None 


Onty 
One 


TWD 






TOTAL 


in Jime 
















201 


198 


150 


68 


18 


635 


Non -Graduates 


2362 


2324 


1809 




355 


7718 


TOTAL 


2SS3 


2522 


1959 


936 


373 


8353 



29 studwits are m mduded foi thte analyst. 



When the data given in Table 12 is analysed it is seen that there is 
not a relevant relation t)etween the two variations. As for as it Is gradua- 
tion rate of those who graduated in June and those who dki not gradu- 
ate. In lx)th of ^se groups, the more the nun^ of the facilities are, 
the less the numt}8r of stuctents having them t>ecomes. 

The at)ove charactertetics of the Open Educatton Faculty senior stu- 
dents and their graduation rate in June (1985-86 term) can be summar- 
ized for this section as follows: 

1- Although there is not a relevant relation between the number of 
persons tiie students live with and their graduation rate in June.it 
is seen that most of the graduates live with two or more persons. 

2- Although there is a parallelism betw«en the graduation rate and 
whether the students have a study of their own, there is not a re- 
levant relation between these two variations. 

3- A relevant relation is seen between the number of extra rooms 
(i.e. apart from the bathroom, and Idtchen) ttie stuctents have in 
their house and their graduation rate in June. The rate of gradua- 
tion In June is higher for those who have not enough rooms and 
those who have extra rooms in their houses. 

29 



4- There is a relevant relation between the rate of graduation in 
June and that of having radio or tape recorder of their own. For 
those who have both radio and tape recorders, the gr^ation 
rale is higher. 

5- The rate of grauiuation In June is higher for the senior students 
who have no TV or video and for those who have only black- 
whHeTV. 

6- There is not a relevant relation between the students' having 
such facilities as a house, video, car and a telephone and their 
graduation rate in June. As the number of facilities increases, the 
nuniber of students having these decreases. 

WORKING OUT AND TIME FOR STUDY 

As it is known the Open Education Faoilty system serves working 
studente- not full- time students. Therefore. tNs part deals with both the 
senior students 'and the graduates' workirrg out and accordingly their 
time to study. 

In Table 13 Open Education Faoilty students are shown in terms of 
whether they work out and their graduation in June. 

TABLE: 13 

The Distribution of 1985-86 Term Open Education Faculty 
Senior Students In Tenns of Their Working Out and 
Their C^aduation Rate 





Wofking 
Out 


NotWoiking 


TOTAL 


In Juna 










343 


292 


6K 




4624 


^77 


S336 


TOTAL 


4967 


3369 


8338 



46 studmts are not included in ths analysis. 



The information given in Table 13 shows that there is a statistically 
relevant relation between the rate of graduation in June and that of 
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working out or rvot (X2(i)= 8.8538, p<0.01) (*) . The rate of graduation 

in June is 7% for tfiose wtio work out and it is 9% for those who do not 
w(Kk out. This is an expected answer. Graphic 8: shows the graduation 
and the working situation of the students. 



5000 
4500 
4000 
3500 
3000 
2500 
2000 
1500 
1(X)0 
500 
0 



Working Not Working 

■ GRADUATES ^ NON GRADUATES 

Graphic 8: The Distra>ution of 1985-1986 Students In Terms of Their Working Out 
And Gradusdion. 

in Table 13 the missing information on the students who registered 
to the faculty and l)ecame senior students without failure is as follows: 

Out of the students who registered to the Open Education Faculty in 
1982-83 37% (8323 students) work out and 63% (14426 students) do 
not. (Open Education Faculty, 1982-83, Student Information Forni). The 
rate of becoming senior students without failure is 60% for those who 
work out and 23% for ttiose who do not work out (Demiray, 1987, 
p:28). This indtoates that the rate of graduation in June is higher for the 
working students than the others. 

What IS important for a student is time to stuiy. This becomes more 
important if the stixlent work out. As for the Open Education Faculty stu- 
dents, a great majority of them work out. Therefore, in this part the 



(•) See AfH»ndix - 3 Table: 8 
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question of finding time to study has been analysed and the following 
data has been o^ected as such: 

The distribution of the answers given to the questton "If you work 
out how many hours do you have to be at wwk?" are ais fotows: 

41% (3416 students) of the Open Education Facufty senior students 
has said that they do not work. 4% {315 students) has stated that they 
work "less than 20 hours", 16% (1335) "between 20-40 hours", 24% 
(1991 students) l»tween "41-50 hours" and 13% (1330 students) 
"more than 50 hours" 195 students have left this question unanswered. 
As seen in the ^ve answers, 53% of the C^)ot Education Faculty stu- 
dents work in a job more than 20 hourf, a week. 

Another question to the students was as such: "Can you study regu- 
l^y? If so, for how many hours a day do you spend sttjdying?" 

The distribution of the answers given to this question is as such: 
54% of the students (4429 students) has stated that they study "not 
regularly and less than an hour. 30% (2541 student) "1 -2 hours a day". 
5.7% (1279 students) "three hours a day or more", 223 students have 
not answered ttiis question (Demiray. 1987, p: 40). 

Open Education Faculty 1985-86 tenn senior students who work out 
are shown in Table 14 In terms of their weekly working hours and the 
rate of graduatk>n in June. 

TABLE: 14 

The Distribution of The Open Education Faculty 1985-86 
Term Senior Students Who Work Out In Tenns 
of Their Weekly WorWr^ Hours and 
The Rate of GriKiuatk^n In June 





Less Than 
20 Hours 


20-40 
Hours 


41-50 
Hours 


Mofe 
TTwn 
so Hows 


TOTAL 


In June 












Graduates 


26 


106 


118 


93 


343 


Non- 












Gr^uluatas 


289 


1229 


1873 


1037 


4428 


TOTAL 


315 


1335 


1991 


1130 


4771* 



• The other studerrts »e those who do not work out and those who have not answered 
this questionnaire. 
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The infwmation «n Tabte 14 indicates that there is a relevant relation 
between the weekly worthing hours and the graduation rate in June 
(X2^3j=8.2663, p<0.05). (*) The graduation rate is higher for those who 
work less than 20 hours and more than 50 hours. This rate is lower for 
those who work t>etween 20-50 hours. 

The Open Education Faculty senlw students in 1985-86 are shown 
in Tat>te 15 according to their hours of study and their graduation in 
June. 

The Information in Table 15 Indicates that the graduation rate for the 
Open Education Faculty senior students increases as the numt>er of 

hours to study Increase (X2(2)=286.0294, p<0.001). (") 

The graduates In 1985-86 term are those students who study 
much more and more regularly than the others. For the students wtio 
study less than an hour and not regularly the graduation rate In June is 
4.5% and for those who study 3 hours or more this rate increases 
16.2%. 

TABLE: 15 

The Distribution of The Open Education Faculty 
1 985-8P *i erm Senior Students In Terms 
of heir Daily Hours of Study and 
Their Graduation In June 





Not ReCy jiar 
and Less 
Than An 
Hour 


1-2 Hours 


3 Hours 
Of More 


TOTAL 


In June 










Graduates 


206 


212 


217 


635 


l»4on- 










Graduates 


4307 


2293 


1115 


7715 


TOTAL 


4513 


2505 


1332 


8350 



32 students are not included in this analysis. 



(*) See App^ix 3 • lai^: 9 
(") See Appendix 3 - Table: 10 
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Graphic 9: Shows the graduation and the regular study hours. 
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Graphic 9: The Dtstrftxition of 1985-1986 StwJents In Terms of The Time For Study 
And Graduittion. 

To summaries the results obtained one can say that: 
1 - The graduation rate In June for the Open Education Faculty sen- 
ior students who do not work at any job is higher. However, the 
numt>er of students in this group has lowered the that of the other 
groups for four years. 

2- The graduation rate for the Open Education Faculty senior stu- 
dents who work less than 20 hours or more than 50 hours a 
week is higher than the others. 

3- There is a positive relation between the rate of graduation in 
June and the Open Education Faculty senior students' hours 
of study. Where as one of every 22 students who study less than 
an hour a day can graduate in June, this rate is nearly four of the 
group of students who study three or more hours a day. 

RELATIONSHIPS WITH PARENTS 

In this part of the study the control group students' relationships and 
communication with their parents have been analysed. For this, the an- 
swers given to such questions in the questionnaire as the role of the 
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parents In their important decisions and their tolerance and the like. 
(See Appendix 1 - Questions: 22-23) have been taken into consktera- 

tlon. ^ 

The question of "How the youth sees their parents and how the par- 
ents ^e the youth" has l)een important for rather the students attending 
universities- other than the Open Ecfejcation Faculty. This has t>een stat- 
ed through the previous stu<fies (Demiray, 1987, p: 37-38; Ek§i, 1982 
p:1^195; Gdkmen and at at. 1985 p:40). 

The Open Education Faculty (1985-86) senior studente attending 
"Economtes" and "Business Administration" programs are shown in 
T^ 16 in terms of how they see their parents in taking Important decl- 
sk>ns and their graduation in June. 

TABLE: 16 

The Distrtoution of The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of 
How They Regard Their Family In Takhig 
Important Decisions and Their Graduation In June 





TheFaJher 
Alone 


The M(^er 
Mme 


Father 
and 
Mother 
Together 


Father 
Mofiier 

and 

Grand- 

^ents 


MThe 
MwT^»ers 
OfTTw 
Fam9y 


TOTAL 


In June 














Graduates 


108 


3 


116 


83 


322 


632 


Hon- 










3925 




Graduates 


1130 


143 


1530 


924 




TOTAL 


1238 


146 


1646 


1007 


4247 


8284 



98 students are not included in ths analysis. 



TalcAe 16 sh0¥vs how the Open Education Faculty students (1985- 
86) regard their parents' ideas in taking important decisions and it indi- 
cates that there is relevant decision t)etween this and their graduation 
rate in June (X2(4)«9.8556, p<0.05). (*) 



{•) See Appendix 3-Table:11 
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As seen in Table 16, the gnu^tion rate in june is higher among the 
students who stato that they find their families demot^tic in taking im- 
portant dec^ns. In cases which the mother takes dedstons atone, the 
gr»iuation rate in Jtme is lower. 

Tat>le 17 presents the Open Education Faculty (1985-66) senior stu- 
dents in "Economics" and "Business Administration" programs in temis 
of the tolerance ^eir family shows them and the graduation in June. 

TABLE: 17 

The Distribution of The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Term Senior Students In Tenns of The 
Tolerance Their Families Show There and 
Their Graduation In June 





No 


Very 
Totorance 


SoiTidtifTidS 
Tolsr&tfing 


Ttderating 


No 

intofferance 


TOTAL 


hi June 
















7 


34 


306 


181 


101 


629 


Non- 














Gr»juatd8 


97 


513 


3768 


2001 


1287 


7666 


TOTAL 


104 


547 


4074 


2182 


1388 


8295 



87 stiKients are not inckided in this anai^. 



As seen in Table 17 there is no relevant relation between the gradu- 
ation rate and the rate of tolerance. (*) 

Out of the graduates in June those who state that families 
"sometimes tolerate sometimes do not " make up almost haif of the con- 
trol group (48%). The students whose famiHes are highly tolerating con- 
sist 29% of the graduates. The rate of those who state that their families 
have "no interference" on them is 16% and that of those who state that 
tfieir families have "no or very little tolerance" fe 7%. 

The results obtained in this part of the study can be summarised as 
follows: 



n Appendix 3-Tabie:12 
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1- The rate of ^aduatton in June is tower for the Open Education 
Facutty students who state that their mother is d(Niiinant on their 
br^poftant cte^^f^. 

2- There is no retevant relation between the rate of grai^ation and 
that of famfly tolerance'. 

FINANCIAL POSmON OF THE FAMILY 

This part of the study deals with the Open Education Faculty 1985- 
86 senior students' graduation in June and tf^eir famiUes' fkiamcial (or 
econoniic) position. The in this part has l>een coiie^ with the 
he^ of such question in the questk^inaire as The nnonthty income of 
the famHy". "How many members of the fantiiy work outr smd "What fi- 
nancial resources (to you have?" (See Appendix I.CHie^ions: 8,15.16). 

It is (fifficult to compare this data with that of prevtous ^ucfies since 
Turkey has continuarly Nk) economica} fluc^iations. However In a pre- 
vious study canled out in 1982 the question of monthly ^me - 
directed to the student who registered to the Open Education Faculty 
programs in 1982- was considered in the same income «rte^>ries as 
in this study. The result in that study are summarised as foltows: 

in order to test whether there is a difference between the Open Edu- 
cation Faculty student and the Ac^lemy students In terms of their 
monthly income khi square test has been appii^ U) (Afferent frequen- 
des in different income categories. The result of this test shows that 
there is a difference between the two groups above in terms of their 
families' monthly income (X2(4)«16.99,>><0.01). In the lowest Income 
category there are more Open Education Faculty students (GOnduz: 
1985, p:62). O 



(*) In this study Turkish Liras {which is aWwevation of H TL for Turkish money unit) 
cx»)V8rtabis to Unitdd Ststfe DoHar «»x>rdir^ to 1985 or 1990 Jarajary prices 1 USD- 
450 TL. («i 1985 January prices) 1 USD- 2400 TL. (in 1990 Jarwary Prices). 
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TABLE: 18 

The Distribution of The Students Who 
Registered To Eski§eh!r Economic and 
Commercial Sdem^es AcsKtemy «^ Those 
To The Open Education Faculty 
in Tenns of Their ^^tMy Income 



MONTHLY 
LEVEL 


THE OKH EDUCAVON 
FACULTY (1982-83) 


ESKt$EHiR ACADEMY of 
ECONOMK^and COI^«ylERCIAL 
SCiENCES (1982-83) (*) 


Under 10.000 TL 


NUMBER 


PEf^NTAGE 


>AJMBER 


PERCENTAGE 


3441 


0.14 


77 


0.10 


10.0«)-24.999TL. 


14340 


0.59 


472 


0.59 


25.000-49.999TL. 


5533 


0.23 


203 


0.25 


50.000-74.999 TL. 


929 


0.03 


39 


0.05 


Above 75.000 TL 


322 


0.01 


14 


0.01 


TOTAL 


24.565 


100 


805 


100 



(ReferertCd: (GOnduz: 1985, p:62) ; X^^^^ ^16.99; p<0.01) 



The Open Education Faculty 1985-86 senior students are given in 
Table 19 in terms of their average monthly income and their graduation 
in June. 

When the information given In Table 19 and Table 18 is considered 
together It is seen that there is a relevant relation between the rate of 



(*) In 1982-83 educational year OSYM sealed the student lo Open Education Faculty 
arnJ EsktfeWr Academy of Ea>m>mk» and Commercial Sciences - Because on 
those days Turkish H^her Edw;««ion Council was trayir^ to organize ail universities 
and university law. May be one month after two instftute and okl AnadoHj Univer- 
sity were combined and titled as Anadolu Unhrersity. 
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monthly income and that of graduation in June. {X^^2)"B.W3, 
p<0.05). O 

TABLE: 19 

The Distribution of The (^n Education Faculty 
1985-86 Term Senior Students in Temis of 
Their Average Monthly income and 
Their Graduation in June 





30.000 


30.000 
60.000 


120.000 


120.000 
230.000 


Over 
230.000 


TOTAL 


In June 














Graduiates 


60 


230 


244 


85 


15 


634 


Non- 














Graduatas 


640 


2686 


2961 


1060 


340 


8687 


TOTAL 


700 


2916 


3205 


1145 


355 


8321 



61 students are not included in this analysis. 



As seen In Table 19, the graduation rate for the 1985-86 Open Edu- 
cation Faculty Students decreases as the rate of income increases. Es- 
pecially for the students in the group whose monthly income is more 
than 230.000 TL, the graduation rate is 4%. This rate is 8% for the stu- 
dents with an income under 120.00 TL. This fact indicates that the 
group of people beneffitting from the Open Education Faculty services 
are those who come from the midcHe class families and in the low cate- 
gory of income. 

It Is l«iown that one of the most important factors effecting the eco- 
nomic situation of the family is the number of members working out. 
That is why, the control group has been asked this question. In other 
words, in the control group most of whom has monthly Income under 
120.000 TL, the working members of the family have also been stud- 
led. Graphic 10 shows the graduation and montly income of the stu- 
dents. 



n See Appendix 3- Table' 13 
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Graphic 10: The Distribution of 1985-1986 Students m Terms of Their Montly 
Income Arxl Graduation, 



Table 20 shows the Open Education Faculty 1985-86 senior stu- 
dents in terms of the number of the family members working out and 
their graduation rate In June. 

It is seen in Table 20 that there is a statistically relevant relation be- 
tween the number of the family members having then income and the 

rate of graduation in June (X2^4j=9.7097, p<0.05) (*) Two or three per- 
sons support a family as seen in the above table. The more the number 
of members su|:H3orting the family is, the lower the graduation rate In 



Appor^ix 3 - Table: 14 
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TABLE:20 

The Distribution of The C^>en Education Faculty 
1985-86 Term Senior Students In Terms of The 
Number of The Family Members Working Out and 
Their Rate of Graduation tn June 





1 pwson 


2 Persons 


3 Persons 


4 Persons 


5 Or Mom 


TOTAL 


In «^ne 














Gr^uatds 


314 


244 


67 


6 


3 


634 


Non- 














Graduates 


3511 


2995 


950 


185 


63 


7704 


TOTAL 


3825 


3239 


1017 


191 


66 


8338 



44 Students are not included in this analysis. 



June is. When the numl)er of memt)ers supporting the family twcomes 
4 or more the rate of graduation in June goes down to 3%. It ^ Known 
that the average monthly income is less than 120.000 TL The number 
of working members increasing makes us think that these people are 
not quaiifed and accordingly their income is low. Therefore the student 
have to work out and this t)ecomes a negative factor in their graduation, 
tn this respect the educational backgrounds and proffesions of the par- 
ents in the iow-income families shoukl be studied. 

The question of what financial resources the Open Education Fa- 
culty students have differs such students from the other university stu- 
dents. 

Therefore the questionnaire ^rtded to the Open Education Facul- 
ty senior students in 1985-86 term also induces the question "How do 
you have your financial support (What are your financial resources)?" 
Those who answer this question as "From my 'amily" consists the 35% 
(2961 student) of the control group. The rate of those wno state that 
they cover all their expenses themselves is 30% (2498 students). The 
rate of those who state that their financial resources are "their family 
and scholarships ttiey get" is 12% where as that of those whose re- 
sources are "their family and their own income" is 22% (1806 students). 
The rate of the students who "very different kinds of financial resources" 
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is 1.5% (121 Students). 18 students have not answered this question. 
(Demiray, 1987, pp:28-29} 

The researches carried out on the other university students (At>a- 
dan. 1961. p:104; Ek$i. 1982. p: 169; Q6kmeD and et ai: 1985. p:42) 
have indicated that most of these students do not work and the majority 
of the woridng stuctents have short-term or part-time jobs or work in the 
summer holidays. In this respect the number of the university students 
who cover their expenses on their own will not k>e high. They will be 
supported by their families or relatives. On the contrary, it is seen that 
most of the C^n Education Faculty students cover their expenses on 
their own. This is an expected result because the numt)er of the Open 
Education Faculty working students and most of the graduates are 
those who earn their living. 

Table 21 shows the Open Education Faculty 1985-86 temn senior stu- 
dents in terms of their financial resources and their graduation in June. 

TABLE: 21 

The Distribution of The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Term Senior Students In Terms 
of Their Finandal Resources and 
Their Graduation Rate in June 





From The 

The 
Family 


FromTtw 
Family 
and 
Sctoolar- 
ships 


FfWi His 
Own 


From The 

FamiV 
andH^ 
Own 


Ffom 
Differem 
Ftesouf- 

O0S 


TOTAL 


Injure 














Gr^ualas 


232 


104 


183 


106 


11 


636 
















Graduates 


2729 


874 


2315 


1700 


110 


7728 


TOTAL 


2961 


978 


2498 


1806 


121 


8364 



18 students are not included in this analysis. 



The information given in Table 21 indicates that there is a statistical- 
ly relevant relation between the financial resicurces of the Open Educa- 
tion Faculty senior students and their graduation rate in June 
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(X2(4)«21 .3986. p<0.001 ) (*) the gracfej^ion rats for those whose flnan- 
cia} r^urces are lamily and sdwiarsh^' and "different resources". 
The rate (rf grmluiM who cover their own expenses is very high k) re- 
lation with that of the other university students. There \s a parallelism 
between the students who cover ttieir expenses themselves and those 
whose finantiai rraources are their family and scholarship though dis- 
tance education system allows stuitents to work out. In other words, it 
can be said that the graduation rate of the students who are supported 
by their famWes is lower than the other university students. 

The results ot>tained from this analysis can be summarized as fol- 
lows: 

1- The rate of graduation )n June is higher for the Open Education 
Faculty students whose monthly Income is tower than 
120.000 TL This rate becomes lower as the rate of Income be- 
comes higher. 

2- The rate of graduation In June becomes lower as the number of 
family members working out increases. 

3- The Open Education Faculty senior students c»ver their expens- 
es on their own more than the other university students do. 
Among the Open Education Faculty students the rate of gradua- 
tion in June is lower in relation with the senior students. And the 
number of gr^uates covering their expenses on their own is 
less than that of the other university students. This should be 
considered as an Important result in terms of the university stu- 
dents' financial independence. 

EDUCATIONAL BACKROUND OF THE FAMILY 

This part of the study deals with ttie O^n Education Faculty senior 
students' (1985-86) parents and the graduation rate in June. For this 
such questions asked in the questionnaire as the educational back- 
ground of the parents, their professions and whether the graduates live 
with their families (See Appendlx-1 . Questions: 9. 1 1 . 12, 13 and 1 4). 

Table 22 shows the Open Education Faculty 1985-86 term senior 
students in terms of living with their families and their graduation in 
June. 



C) Sm Awwndix 3 - Tab)©: 5 
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TABLE: 22 

The Dtetra>ut}on of The Open Ec&jcation Faculty 
1985-66 Term Senior Students in Terms of Their 
Uving With Their FamSies and 
The Rate of Graduation In June 





Urves With 
His Famfly 


DoNotUvo 

WithHs 

Family 


TOTAL 


In Jurra 








Graduates 


525 


111 


636 


Non-Graduates 


6527 


1189 


7716 


TOTAL 


7052 


1300 


8352 



30 8ti»lents are not bwhided in ths ana^s. 



The infomiation obtained from Tat)}e 21 in<$cates that there is ntgi a 
statisticaHy relevant relation between the volant of living with the family 

and the rate of grs^uation In June. (X^^^ js2.0537, jxO.IO). {*) Howev- 
er, the graduation rate of v. le students who do not live with their families 
fs seen to tend to increase. 

When the ecHicationai background of the Open Education Faculty 
students' parents is analysed it is seen that this rate is lower than the 
other university students' (Demlray, 1987, pp: 31-34). 

A university student has to interact with the peop4e in his circle in or- 
der to educate himself and adapt to tfie society. During ttiis process the 
educational background of these people t>ecomes an effective factor 
for the student, in surveys canied out with educational purposes such 
variations as the sodal t>ackground of the family and the educational 
background of the parents the number of the family members, the num- 
ber of family lives in con^ out as Important factors together with the ec- 
onomic variations. (GOnduz, 1985, p:59) That is why, the questionnaire 
includes two questk>ns on the education of their parents. 



(*) See Appendix 3 • Table: 16 
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Table 23 and 24 show tl^ Open Education Faculty senior students 
In consideration with their parents' education level and their gr»iuation 
rate In June. 

TABLE: 23 

The Distr%>utk>n of The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Temi Senior Students In Tenuis 
of Their Mothers' Educatk)n Level and 
Their C^^iuation Rate In June 





derate 


LHersAe 
or 

Primary 
School 
Gr^uate 


SflOOTdmy 
School 
Graduate 


Univarsity 
Graduate 


TOTAL 


In June 












Graduate 


193 


362 


74 


6 


635 


Non- 












Graduates 


2165 


4480 


980 


80 


7705 


TOTAL 


2^ 


4842 


1054 


86 


8340 



42 stud^its are not tmb^tod m this analysis. 



When the information in Table 23 is tested it is seen mat there are 
no statisticaHy relevant relations. Yet it is seen that the graduation rate 
in June for those who have Illiterate mothers tends to increase. 

When the information is tested it is seen that there no relevant re- 
lation between the fathers education level and the g^'aduation rate in 
June. However, as the fathers' education level increases the rate of 
graduation in June becomes lower. The same result Is also valid for 
Table 23. In this respect, it is seen that the gr»Juation rate of the Open 
Education Faculty studente in june is higher. 
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When the parents' education (evel is low. in other words, as the par- 
ents' education level increases the graduation rate in june t^ecomes 
lower. Graphic 1 1 show the graduation in terms of the mothers' edu- 
cational t>ackground. 



5000 




PHmaiy School merdia Seoondray Schod University 

Qrwiuates 

H GRADUATES ^ NON GRADUATES 

Graphic 11: Tha Distrftnitk^) of 19^-1986 StiMients In Terms of The Mothers' 
Educa^al Badtground. 



Tat>le 23. In this resf^ct, it is seen that ^e graduation rate of the 
Open Education Faculty students in june is higher. When the parents' 
education level is low. In other words, as the parents' education level 
increases the graduation rate in june becomes lower. 
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TABLO: 24 

The Distribution of The Open Education F»^lty 
1985-86 Term Senior SUKtents In Terms 
of Their Fathers' Education Level and 
Their Grsriuation Rate In June 





llleterate 


Literate 
Or Pwnafy 


SecoTKlary 

^% _t t 

oCTTOCn 

Graduale 


Univdrsfty 
Graduate 


TOTAL 


In June . 












Graduate 


42 


3^ 




46 


631 


Non- 












Graduates 


410 


4647 


1980 


625 


7^ 


TOTAL 


452 


5037 


2133 


671 


8293 



89 students are rwt included in this analysis. 

Graphic 12 shows the graduation in terms of the fathers' educational 
bacltground. 
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Graphic 12: The Dislrbutwn of 1985-1986 Students In Terms of The Fathers' 
Educational Bac^groumi And Graduation. 
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Table 25 shows the Open Education Faculty senior students In relation 
with their parents' occupation and their graduation in june. 

TABLE: 25 

The Distribution of The Open Ecftication Faculty 
1985-86 Term Senior Students In Terms of Their 
Mothers' Occupation and Their Gracbiat'on In june. 





Unempk^ed 


Or 
Offical 


Trader 


Liberal 
Prices- 
sion 


Woman 


Not 
Working 
{Housewife} 


TOTAL 


tn Jum 
















Graduate 


3 


23 






1 


60S 


632 


Non- 
















Graduates 


108 


355 




21 


35 


7168 


7677 


TOTAL 


111 


378 




21 


36 


7763 


8309 



73 students are rot included this analysis. 



TABLE:26 

The Distribution of The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Term Senior Students In Temis 
of Their Fathers' Occi^>atlon and Their 
Gr£^uation Rate In June 





Unem)»ioyed 


Worker, 
Offical. 
Retired 


Trader 


Lit)erai 
l^otes- 
sion 


Business 
Mai 


TOTAL 


In June 














Graduate 


91 


352 


95 


16 


56 


610 


Non- 
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353 students are not inclided in tNs ana^sis. 
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Additional Information on this subject is given in Tat>ie 27 (Open 
Education Faculty. 1982). 

TABLE: 27 

The Dislrtoution of The Open Education Faculty 
Students Parents' Occupational 
Situation In 1982-83 Registered Year 
Ternis of Percentage 





Emptoyer 


Offical 


I^ng His 


Retired 


Not Working 


Mothers' 
Occupation 


0.03 


3.90 


2.99 


2.56 


90.24 


Fathers' 
Occupation 


6.12 


29.10 


36.37 


23.07 


5.31 



Reference: Open Education Fruity Administration, 1982-83 Term Student 
CKiestionnaire- Marginat and P^entage list. 

There is no relevant relation between the parents' occupational jw- 
sition and the rate of graduation in June. However, the numt>er of the 
students in the Open Education Faculty -since 1982- whose mothers 
are not working and fathers are workers, officials or retired has been 
relatively increasing. 

In this part of the study such variations as whether the student live 
with his family or not, and the parents' occupational positions have 
been studied. There are no relevant relations between the parents' oc- 
cupational positions and the rate of graduation. However, there are 
some numeral increases indicating that such a relation is likely to exist. 
The rate of graduation in june is seen to become relatively low within 
the range of the first category (illiterate) to the last category (university 
graduate). The reason why the graduation rate of the students whose 
parents are university graduates becomes low is that the children of 
such parents do not want TV attend the Open Education Faculty. Previ- 
ously, it was stated that the graduation rate of the students from the 
Eastern part of Turkey is very high. Graduates' age is weightly between 
26-30 years old. And it can also be said that the parents of the above 
mentioned students are in the low category of education/occupation. 
Acfejing these Open Education Faculty senior students and graduates 
are come from middle class people and their income under 120.000 
TL. monthly. 
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CHAPTER iV 
DISCUSSIONS 



SUMMARY 

Anadok) University - Open Education Faculty, which has brought a 
new dimension to Turitish Education system, saw its first graduates in 
1985-86 spring term. From the Open Education Faculty 768 students 
graduated. 

Today, ctistance education systems which, has opened a new path 
for education in almost two humlred countries in the world, has made 
use of all media -From the written materials to TV broadcasting, from 
face-to-face education to r^lo broadcast^- for educational purposes, 
therefore the educationist and educational administrators, who carry 
out educational sendees with the help of these mec£a, have taken great 
responsS^lities in term of the unavoidable effect of the media on socie- 
ties as well as the gradual scarcity of the resources used. 

That is to say. every message the mass media conveys is very in- 
fluential on the decisions of ma^es even in a secorKfs. The goverment 
administrators carefully watch every activity made with the help of the 
mass media and they take new dedsk>ns as pre-cautions in consk^era- 
tion with the results of the activity. This is because of the great power of 
the mass media. 

Man of our age has been alien to his society-even to himsetf-in to- 
day's communicational circumstances. He can cany out his social inter- 
actions, whtofi is a prerequisite of t>eing a man, through his life experi- 
ence and the limits of his education. Those individuals whose life 
experience and educational experience are not expanded have to live 
in a world pr^red and manipulated by their superiors. 

That is why, the mass-media whi(^ was not primarily developed for 
educational purposes. It has t)een put in the servk^e of e<^catk>n timely 
by scientists, educationtists and administratiors for the of mankind. 
In this way, the indivkiuals who want to "renew" themselves against so- 
cial and economic pressures but who missed the o^rtuntty of contin- 
uing their education have been given educational services which is 
based on by the distance education method. 

With the use of distance-education method the traditional education- 
al methods have had to reorganize themselves and more than that 
"renew" themselves. Only the educational methods which can "renew" 
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themselves In terms of contemporary rajulrements can provide the In- 
dividuals with powerful e(^cational t)ackground and perform their so- 
ciai responsSriiities. 

Both the trsK^onal education and the contemporary distance edu- 
cation systems are supported t>y the social institutions when they be- 
come more functk>nai and helpful for the parts of the society they sen«. 

The Open Education Faculty has Ijrought the idea of a four-year 
higher education system Into the Turkish Educational histwy by em- 
ploying the distance education. At the end of the four years passed 
(from 1982 to 1986) it has been a necessity to find out the characteris- 
tics of the mass of the Open EAjcatlon Faailty students. The problem of 
the study is to "Find out social and personal diaracterlstics of the Open 
Education Faculty first graduates in ^ng term and whether these 
characteristics can be generaHzed or noT. 

The purpose of the study can t>e summarised 8S such: Anadolu 
University Open Education Faculty, which w^ founded and started to 
worit in 1982-83 tenn, has been carryii^ out Its teaching sendees by 
making use of the mass-media for educatkNi^ purposes. This faculty, 
readies its students by the help of educational TV program, written- 
materlals. radio broadcasts, face-to-face ecfejcatlw (Supenrfslng Aca- 
demto - Advising in Local Teaching Centers-Senrtces) organisattons, 
education with vWeo and student office services all over Tifl1<ey-ln cit- 
ies, towns and even In the viM^es. The sUidents who complete their 
academic studies are awarded with a BA. c^loma The question m this 
study is this what social and personal characterfetics does the mass of 
Open Education Faculty graduates have? Consequently, the purpose 
of this study is to find out these characteristtes of the graduates ttirough 
the use of a descriptive method. Therefore, the following must be taken 
into consktoration: 

a) What per»>na{ characteristtes the gr^uates have. 

b) What social characteristk^ the graduates have, 

c) What are the characteristics the C^n Education Faculty gradu- 
ates have different from those of the Open Education Faculty un- 
dergraduate students. In other words, is there a parallelism 
between the students' personal and social characteri^ics and 
their graduatton from the Open Education Faculty. 

This study wHI primarily acknowiec^e the C^n Education Faculty 
administrators In terms of what students having what characteristics 
graduate from the faculty without failure. The study will also help the 
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authorities of the Student Placement Center (stiortened name was 
OSYM) by which students are given seats in this faculty fflid ttw Ana- 
doki University educational stalf who carry out acfiulemic supervising 
services In tenns of the <^»a<torfstlcs <rf the mfiBS they are gohig to ad- 
dress. Furthermore, this study Is stfso tjetteved to teiform the Turkish Ed- 
ucationtets in trems of the characteristics of ttte Open Education Faaitty 
graduates. The results which will t>e obtained at the and of the study 
are thought to be helpful and also contra>uting to the C^n Education 
Faculty Administrators decisions. 

It is believed that this study will be of great help for the scientists 
even for the forelners- to gain a new educational perspective. FinaBy. it 
Is believed that this study will bring a new dimension to the society's 
idea of distance education (In other words. It wlH bring to the TuriUsh 
society's opinion of distance education) and wlH help build a consc^en- 
ciousness for Its application on many different fields d study. 

The data collected from the aires questionnaires applied to the stu- 
dents-in terms of the proper and honest answers-will help us decide 
the future and the present sluttent typology. 

In this study, the students who regtetered to the Open Education Fa- 
culty, become candidates for graduation in 1985-86 are call^ 
s enior students and those who registered to the faculty In 1982-83 ed- 
TiSSonaTyeaTand graduated from the faculty in 1985-86 spring term 
are called the graduates/graduate students. 

The methocTo^ the study can be summarised as the compeliton and 
the interpfetatlon of the data collected through ffield-worit with the Open 
Faculty and with the Open Education Faculty ctocuments. This study is 
t>ased on a descriptive method. 

As it is knovwi In 1985-86 spring term (in june) 768 students gradu- 
ated from the Anadolu University Open Education Faculty programs 
-Economtes" and "Business Administration" this nun^r In September 
1986 has become 4658. after the re-site. In this term there were 9946 
senior students in the faculty - These studente were given a question- 
naire titled "Leisure Time Activities of the Open Education Faculty Stu- 
(tents" From the answers to this questionnaire the necessary Informa- 
tion about the graduates in June was taken and analysed in the 
computer. However, it has seen that 680 students out of 768 gave ne- 
cessary infomiation, later on 44 students who did not answer the ques- 
ttonnalre property were excluded. Therefore, throughout the study the 
data collected from 636 students has been taken Into consideration. 
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The rate of the returning of ^ questionnaire 83%. 

At the same time throughout the study the Inform^ion gathered from 
the "Student infonnation Forms' of those who regtetered the Ed- 
ucation Faculty in 1 982-83 ^m and the foHowing students* information 
fonns has been used to determine the differences and the similarities 
between the graduate students and the undergraduates (non- 
graduates). 

For this stiKfy the tfieses, research papers and stucKes canled out in 
the Open Education Faculty have t>een macte use of. 

This study aims at defining ttm graduate mass in spring (June) term 
using a desor^>tive method. The answers to such questions their varia- 
tions are personel and soc^-economic ch^HBCteristics have not been 
included in the study «^ien the mass of graduate ^udente is defined. 

The number of students who registered to the Open Ec&jcation Fa- 
culty In 1982-83 term is 29.479. in 1985-86, 9946 were senior students 
and 768 students graduate in June. 

The rate of senior students who grsKiuated from the Open Education 
Faculty in June is 8% for the "Economk;s" students and it is 7% for the 
"Business Administration" students. 

The distribution of the senior students in 1985-86terms of their geo- 
graphical regions is as sudi: Marmara and Aegean Regions: 3776 
(45%), Central Anatolia: 2528 (30%), the Mediterranean; 848 (10%), 
The B\sxM Sea: 754 (9%), Eastern and South Eastern Anatolia: 484 
(6%). The distribution of the graduates in spring term 1985-86 regis- 
tered to the students offices are given in order ^ve ki tiiese regions is 
as follows: 248 (38%). 176 (28%), 75 (12%), 69 (11%), and 68 (11%). 

The above percentages are given in the order of regions-from the 
developed to the developing regions. It is seen that the rate of gradua- 
tion is becoming hgher in the developir^ regions. That is to say, in the 
Marmara and Aegean regions one out of every 15 senior students 
graduates where as in the Eastern and South Eastern Anatolia two stu- 
dents out of every 15 graduate. This can irrdicate the fact that the stu- 
dents in the under developing regions have no other responslbiiities 
than being students. 

Among the first graduates of the Open Education Faculty the num- 
ber of male students are higher than that of female students. Of stu- 
dents who registered In 1982-83 26% female and 74% male, whereas 
for the senior students it is 29% female, 71% males. For the graduates 
22% were female and 78% male. From this point of view, this informa- 
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tion can be said that the rate of succesfuR ^aduatfon is lower for fe- 
male, whereas the rate of graduation in 1985-86 is higher for male. 

Another important variation to detenniro the character^cs of the 
(^en E(^catlon Faculty in 1985*86 ^ng tenn grmJuates is that of 
age and mvital status.in general, the rates of gra^iaHon of the C^>en 
Education Faculty married and single sectior stiKtons an almo^ the 
s»ne (Cton^, 1987. p27). 87% of the senior studmtts are single, and 
13% are mvried. These rates are ipyoximalely the same for ttie grad- 
uation is higher for the single students who "are not married or engad- 
ed". 

And me graduation rate is also high for the marr^ students who 
"have children' This rate is lower for the stuctonts who wre widowers or 
cfivorced and who are msvried v^tN)ut children, ^t^nts show a differ- 
ence of 5% in terms of their graduation and their marital sti^. 

The graduation rate is relativety higher fm* the students, who live in 
dty center, towns and villages in relation to ttiose who ihre bi the me- 
tropolis. The reason why the gr^luation rate is higher for the students * 
living in dty-centers is that these student are ghren academic super- 
vising services in the cities. The grEK^tion rate higher for the stu- 
dents tivir^ in villages. Thte is because those students have less re- 
sponsftyUities other than being students. 

This is m in^>ortant proof that distance education has been the only 
way out for tfie students living in viHi^. B^ic^. only one of every full 
time 75 students who registered to the C^n Education Faculty in 
1982-83 can graduate without failure after 4 years. This numt^ Is over 
3 students out of the worlOng stuttents. In 1985-86 senior students' one 
out of every fuN time 18 students can graduate in June, whereas one 
out of 15 working out students can graduate in June. 

How tiie students cover their expences and titeir finandal resourc- 
es are tonportant factors for the students to build tiieir personality and to 
have economic NfYdependence (Qditmen and et al, 1985. EK$i. 1980). 
The answers to this question explain tiiat there is no relevant between 
tfie graduation rate of the senior students ar^j their flnandat resources. 
In other words, ttw graduation rate does not change in relation to tiieir 
financial resources. 

It is thoi^ht tiiat there can be a relation between ttie number of fami- 
ly members and tire rate of becoming senior students and that of gradu- 
ation. Generally it is seen tiiat the Open Education Faculty students 
have families of 4 or more members. The rate of becoming senior stu- 
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dents without failure and that of graduation for su^ sUjdents is lowdr 
than those who have famlHes of 3 or ^s niemters. fhte resuit impHes 
that crowded fairies can not suffidentiy support sUKtents. 

Open Education Faculty can serve its students In their houses since 
it uses the mass-media. The students who live with ttrelr fantiiy malces 
up a great nun^. This shows a parallelism both for the senior stu- 
dents and the gracfciates. However from the perspective of the gradu- 
ates, it is seen that tfie graduation rate is a Httie higher for those who 
live alone and a little lower for those who live with their family. 

The parents' educational t}ad(ground Is very important for the stu- 
dent in ail. levels of education. This is v£did for the university students, 
too. There is not a clear differen<» between the graduation rate of the 
Open Education Faculty students and their parents' educational back- 
ground. Yet the rate of becoming a senior student tends to increase in 
cases where the parents are university graduates. And this rate is 
again increasing bi c^s where parents have sec(^ary education. 

In lerms of the parents' occupational status the following can be 
said: There is a dear relation between tf)e rate of graduation and the 
mothers* not working or beign housewives. The same relation Is seen 
when ttre fathers are w}rkers, offidais or retured persons. The gradua- 
tk>n rate in June is increasing for the senior students whose mothers 
are "housewives' ami "fathers" are unemployed, workers, offidais or re- 
tired. This shows that the first gr^uates of the Open Education Faculty 
are those who come from mkfcUe dass families and that the Open Fa- 
cutty services are directed to such families. 

When the graduates are analysed in terms of their families' monthly 
income it is seen that most of them have an income between 60.000- 

120.000 TL. (in 1986 |>r^ if «ve exchange to 1990 price, montiy iname equal to 
200.000 TL • 400.000 TL 1 USD- 2400 U. in January 1990). From the data it IS 

seen that almost half of this average income is supplied by one mem- 
ber of the iarniiy. Although these is not a dear relation between the 
Open Education F£KUJtty students' rate of graduation and their families 
monthly income, it is seen that the graduation rate ^ low for those who 
are in the h^hest income category (230.000 and over). Ar^ when the 
number of tfw family members supplying the income is one or two per- 
sons the graduation rate increases whereas when this number in- 
creases the graduatton rate becomes tow. 

There has not been a relation t>etween the students' having tape 
recorders, TV or racfio at home and their graduation rate. 
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The graJuatlon rate for the senior studertte whose parents 's',\om 
too imie to»eraiK»" or -lu) toIerafM»" Is twcoming tow ifi^ereas 
whose parents' show too much tolerance" or "never Interfering" is 
becoming h^ as expected. «^ ^ 

There ^ an In^xtftant relation t)etween the Open Education Faculty 
senkw^ students* time for study and their rate of graluation. The more 
me hours of study »e. the higher tl» rate of graJuatlon l)ecomes. One 
of every 22 studwits rate that they study less than an hour a day 
can graf^te In spring tenn. This mwbar Is almost 4 for those who 
study 3 or more hours a day. 

CONCLUSION ^ ^ 

AnadoKj University has carried out the distance education system 

since 1982 and in this way has t>rought a new dlnwiston to Turitfeh ed- 
ucation system. This new system will exist survive and spread and win 
become hmcttomy in tenns of the characteristics <rf our social structure. 
Therefore, the system has to "renew" it self according to the nature of 
Turiush peopte and the requiremente of our century. This present 
study uncter the l^ht of the ^>ove. the analysed the characteristics of 
the Open Education Faculty (Economics and Business Administration) 
studente in the ye» 1985^ when the faoilty. saw Ite first gr^uates. 
The resuKs obt^ned through the stiKly are as follows: 

he rate of the graduates is higher 'n the "Economics" program in 
icb^ 16 term in June. The {quantitative (fistr«>ution of tiie graduates Is 
.n western part of Anatolia, which is higher. developwJ. where^ 
th.^ Cgualitetive d»strit>ution of the graduates is in tiie Eastern and 
South Eastern 1 of Anatolia. »w * # 

It is see'-, mat *4ie number of male graduates is more than that of te- 
mpos Among tiie Open Education Faculty studente the aver^ ageof 
the graduates is higher than tiiat of the other university studente. Jne 
reason why is that distance education system provittes the people who 
dropped school wtth a new educational opportunity. 

1985-80 ^rimj terni graduates have also been analysed In terms ot 
whether ttiey work out or not it is seen tiiat tiie rate of tiie students who 
woric out Is htaher than ttiose v^o do not woric This Is another charac- 
teristics of tiie Open Education Faculty which the other universities 

Of tiie graduates In June tiie single studente -"never mamed and 
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not engaged" - and the "married students" - "married and have chil- 
dren" • have been more succesfui. 

In terms of the parents' educational background and the graduation 
rate ttte following can be sakJ: When the parents' educational back- 
ground is tow the rate of grsduation tends to increase. The mothers' 
educational level is tower than the fathers'. 

in terms of the family relationship snd the graduatkxn rate it can be 
said that the rate is tower for the students whose families show "too 
much tolerance" or 'no Niterference". 

There is a relation between the graduation rate and the time stu- 
dents spend studying. The more the hours for study become the higher 
the graduatwn rate is. One student out of 22 studying less than an hour 
a day can graduate in June. Whereas this rate can be almost 4 out of 
the students who study 3 or more hours a day. 

SUGGESTIONS 

When the problem and purpose of this study and the results ob- 
tained, the following suggestions can be made: 

1 - As stated in the "importance" part of the study the results should 
be taken Into conskJeration by the authorities and institutions. 

2- The Open Education Faculty should rethink the typology of 
Open Education Faculty Graduate", whk:h it has planned for the 
development and future of the country. And if necessary the fa- 
cutty shouki re-organize its student typology in future. 

3- As it is known, every completed research gives way to new 
ones. Therefore, the new research subjects can be found in 
the subfects dealt with in this study. 

4- The researches on the qualities of the Open Education Faculty 
graduates should be carried out without losing time- in any 
method. And the data collected should be analysed compera- 
tively. 

5- The data collected from the researches focused on the Open 
Education Faculty students can be compared with the data 
which will be colllected though the researches on the other uni- 
versity students. 

6- Such researches should be compared with those carried out in 
the institutions abroad. 

7- With such studies, cooperation with the other higher education 
institutions (national or international) can be made. 
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8- This research must repeat in at a cerlan times in order to deter- 
mine the changes the "mass of the Open Education Faculty 

Graduates' shows. 

9- This study and this Wnd of studies should be discussed intenns 

of individual or In-school communication. 

10* In the higher education h>8tltutlons - other than the Open Educa- 
tion Faculty- this Wnd of research^ should be encouraced. 

11- Every research Is yet incomplete. Therefore, the writer of this 
study is ready to accept criticisms suggestions, thoughts and 
ideas which is related with this present study. 
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Appendix: 1-The Questions On The Sodo-Economic Level inclu- 
ding The Fto^ 25 Questfons of The "Leisufe Tbne Activf- 
ties* Questtonnaire Applied To The Open Education 
Faojity iSdS-se Senior Student. 
Appendix: 2-The marginal and percentage list of the answers given 
to the sodo-eoonomic level (^stions t>y the C^>en Ed- 
ucation Faculty 1985-86 Spi^ Terni (In June) gradu- 
ates. 

Appendix: 3-The list of tables showing Statistical Relevance Reia- 
tlonsh^ Test and referring to the tables in Chapter III. 

App.3- TABLE : 1 

The Relevitfice Level of The Distrit>ution of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of Their Sex and 
Their Graduation in June. 

App.3 - TABLE : 2 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Studente In Temis of Their Marital Sta- 
tus and Their Graduation In June. 

App.3-TABLE : 3 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Educa- 
tion Faculty 1985-86 Senior Studente in Temis of The Qualities 
of The Places They Live In and Their Graduation In June. 

App.3- TABLE: 4 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The C^n Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students in Terms of The Geographical 
Regions. Where They Have Their Open Education Faculty Stu- 
dent Offices and Their Graduation In June. 

App.3 - TABLE: 5 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of The Number of 
Rooms In Their House and Their GrsKJuatlon In June. 
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App.3 - TABLE: 6 ^ ^ 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of The Radio and 
Tfi^ Recorders They Have and Their Qradualton In June. 

AfiD^ - TABLE: 7 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open EAjcation 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of The Black and 
White TV. Color TV and VCRs They Have and Thek Graduation 
In June. 

App.3 - TABLE: 8 ^ 

The Relevancee Level of The DisWbution of The Open Educa- 
tion Faculty 1985-865 Senior Students In Terms of Working Out 
and Their Graduation In June. 

App.3 - TABLE: 9 ^ r-^ ^ 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Temis of The Working 
Hours a Week and Their Graduation In June. 

App.3 - TABLE: 10 ^ 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Educa- 
tion Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of The Dally 
Study Hours and Their Graduation In June. 

App.3 - TABLE: 11 ^ « 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of The Influence of 
The Families In Taking Important Decisions and Their Gradua- 
tion In June. 

App.3 - TABLE: 12 ^ « 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of Tolerance Their 
Family Show Them and Their Graduation In June. 
Monthly Income and Their Graduation In June. 
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App^ - TABLE: 13 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of ITie Open Education 
Faculty 1^86 Senior Students In Tenns of Their Average 

App^ - TABLE: 14 

The Relevance Level of The Dfetributlon of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students in Tenns of Number of Family 
Members Work&ig Out and Their Graduation In June. 

App.3 - TABLE: 15 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Educa- 
tion Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of Whether They 
Uve With Their FamlHes On Not and Their Graduation In June. 

App.3 - TABLE: 16 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The Open Education 
Faculty 1985-86 Senior S^nts In Terms of Their Fttiandal Re- 
sources and Their GraJuatton In June. 

Appendix: 4- The Table of Critical Khl-Sc^are Value Figures. 

Appendix: 5- A Text For Reding. Some General Characteristics of 
The Open Education Faculty Students As A Senior 
Students iin 1985-86 Educational Year. 
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APPENDIX: 1 

The Questions On The Socio-Economic 
Level-Consisting of The First 25 Questions 
of The Questionnaire, "Leisure Time 
Activities", Applied to the Open Education Facuity 
1986-86 Education Year Senior Students 



PART I - Informations On The Personal, 
Soc.iit And Economic Situation 

1 - Which program are you attending? 
A) Economics B) Business Administration 

2- In whldi ge<^raphical region your student office Is? 
A) Mamiara and Aegean B) Central Anatolia 
C) The Mediterranean D) The Black Sea 
E) Eastern and South Eastern Anatolia 

3- Are you; 

A) Female B) Mate 

4- in which category below your age? 

A) Under 25 B) 26-30 

C) 31-35 D) 36-40 

E) Over 40 

5- What Is your marital status? 

A) Single, not engaged, never married 
B} Single, er^aged 

C) Single, divorced or widow/widower 

D) Married, without chiklren 

E) Married, with children 

6- Where do you live? 

A) Metropolis B) City 

C) County Seat D) Town 

E) Vill^e 

7- Do you work? 

A) I do not have to work and I do not work 

B) I have to work buX I am unemptoyed 

C) I have my own }ob and I am not paid 

D) I have my own job and I Ewn paid 
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8- What are your financial resources? 

A) From my f&rn^ 

B) From my f^Uy and the schok>rsh»p 

C) From my om} income 

D) From my family and my income 

E) From many different resources 

g. Do you live with your parents? 
A) Yes B)No 

10- How many persons do you live with? 
A) i Uve alone B) 1 person 
C) 2-3 persons D) 4-5 persons 
E) 6 or more 

11- What is your mother's eckjcational background? 

A) illiterate 

B) Literate or primary school graduate 

C) Secondary school grfduate 

D) HIghschool graduate 

E) University graduatee 

12- What is your father's educational background? 

A) Illiterate 

B) Literate or primary school graduate 

C) Secondary school graduate 

D) Highschool graduate 

E) University graduate 

13- What is your motiier's job or occupation? 

A) Housewife (does not work at any job) 

B) Unemployed or seasonal labourer 

C) Worker, official or retired 

D) Doing her own work (doctor, engineer, lawyer, etc.) 

E) Businesswoman (empk>yer. shareholder, farnier, etc.) 



68 

77 



14- What is your father's job or occupation? 

A) Unemployed or seasonal labourer 

B) Worter. official or retired 

C) Tractesman 

D) Doing his own work (doctor, engineer, lawyer, etc.) 

E) Businessman (employer, shareholder, fanner, etc.) 

15- In which category is your monthly lncome?(ln price 1986) 
A) Under 30.000 TL B) 30.001 -60.000 TL 

C) 60.001-120.000 TL. D) 120.001-230.000 TL 
E) Over 230.000 TL 

16- How many family members si^>port as financer your family? 
A) 1 B) 2 C) 3 D) 4 E)5ormore 

17- How many rooms-other than kitchen and bathroom-are there 
in your house? 

A) 1 B) 2 C) 3 D) 4 E) 5 or more 

18- Do you have a study of your own? 

A) Yes B ) No 

19- Do you have a radio or tape recorder you can use at home? 

A) None B) Only radio C) Only tape recorder D) Both 

20- Do you have a TV and video at home? 

A) None B)OnlyBAVTV C) Only color TV D) Both 

21- How many of the follow in facilities do you have? 

1- Video 2- Telephone 3- Car 4- House 
A) None B) One of them 

0) Two of them D) Three of them 

E) All of them 

22- Who generally gives important decisions in your family? 

A) The father alone 

B) The mother alone 

C) Father and mother together 

D) Father, mother and the other elders 

E) All the family members together 
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23- To what extent do your parents show you tolerance? 
A) No tolerance 
6) Too Nttie tolerance 
C) Sometimes yes, sometimes no 
D} Too much tolerance 
E) No interference 



PART II- Informations On The Use Of Time 

24- If you work out, how many hours a week do you have to t>e at 
work? 

A) I do not work out 

B) Under 20 hours 

C) 20-40 hours 
0)41-50 hours 
E) Over 50 hours 

25- Can you study regularly? If so, how many hours a day do you 
spend for studying? 

A) I do not study regularly 

B) Less than I hour 

C) 1-2 hours 

D) 3-4 hours 

E) 5 hours or more 
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APPENDIX: 2 

The Marginal Numbers And Percentage 
List of The Answers Given To The 
Socio-Economic Level Questions by 
The Open Education Faculty 1985-86 
Spring Term (In June) Graduates. 



Sli 



QUESTION 


A 


B 


c 


D 


E 


NOT 
ANSWERED 


TOXfiL 


1 


400 

62.6980 


238 
37.1068 


00 
0.0000 


00 

O.MOO 


00 
0.0000 


00 
O.0OOO 


636 
100.0000 


2 


248 

38iM37 


178 
27.6729 


75 
11.7924 


69 
ia8490 


68 
10.6S1B 


00 
0.0000 


636 
10.0000 


3 


140 

2^01» 


496 

n.«74 


00 
0.0000 


00 
0.0000 


00 
0.0000 


00 


100.0000 


4 


SSS 
82^71 


14.^4 


16 
2.5157 


03 
a4716 


00 
Q.00OO 


00 
OuOOOO 


6^ 
100.0000 


S 


520 
S1.7610 


31 
4^42 


01 

0.1572 


21 
33018 


63 
9.90^ 


00 
0.0000 


ex 
loo.ooro 


6 


164 

^.7861 


204 
32.0754 


1% 
21.6881 


39 
6.1320 


90 
14.1509 


01 
0.1572 


636 
100.0000 


7 


70 
11.0062 


222 
34.9056 


89 
13.9937 


11 
1.7295 


243 

».2075 


01 
ai572 


636 
I00.<m)0 


6 


232 
36.4779 


104 
16.^22 


183 
28.77W 


106 

16.^^ 


11 
1.TS5 


00 
0.0000 


636 
1000000 


9 


525 
82.5471 


111 
174528 


00 

0.0000 


00 

0,0000 


00 

0.0000 


00 

OwOOOO 


636 
1CK).CK)00 


10 


19 
2.8874 


29 
4J697 


221 
34.7484 


232 
36.4779 


1^ 
20.7547 


03 
0.4716 


636 
100.0000 


11 


192 
%.3«} 


362 
56.9182 


% 
5.9748 


36 
56603 


06 
09433 


01 
ai572 


636 
100.0000 


12 


42 
6.6037 


390 
61.3207 


65 
10.2201 


88 
13.8364 


46 

7.2327 


05 

0.7061 


1(»).(KK^ 
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SI 

BEST COPY AVMUIHI 



QUESTION 


A 


B 


c 


D 


E 


MOT 
ANSWERED 


TOTAL 


13 


605 
0S.12S7 


03 
0.4716 


23 

3.61^ 


00 
0.0000 


01 
0.1572 


04 

0.699 


6M 
100.MOO 


14 


91 
14.3081 


55.34^ 


96 
14.9371 


16 
25157 


56 
d.BOSO 


26 


636 
1(»>.0000 


15 


80 
9.4339 


Z» 
36.1635 


244 

38.^7 


85 

13^7 


15 
2.^84 


02 
03144 


636 

100.<»)00 


16 


314 

49.3710 


244 
38.3647 


67 

10.5345 


06 
a9433 


03 
0.4716 


02 
03144 


636 

1000000 


17 


22 
3.4591 


116 
18.23^ 


313 
492138 


141 
22.1098 


44 

69182 


00 

0.0000 


636 

100CM)00 


18 


337 
S2.^4 


296 


00 
0.0000 


00 

OOOOT 


00 
OOOOO 


03 
04716 


636 

toooax) 


19 


37 
SJ178 


169 
26.5723 


16 
23157 


413 
64^71 


00 
OOOOO 


01 
01572 


636 
lOOOOOO 


20 


61 
95911 


317 
498427 


32.1^99 


48 
7.5471 


00 
OOOOO 


04 
06289 


636 

100 00O0 


21 


201 
31.6037 


198 
31.1320 


150 
^»5849 


68 

10.^18 


18 
2.8301 


01 
01572 


636 

lOOOOOO 


22 


108 
16.9811 


03 
0.4716 


116 
182W9 


83 

13,0503 


322 
50 6289 


04 
06289 


636 
lOOOOOO 


23 


07 
17006 


34 

5.34S9 


48.1132 


181 
26.4591 


101 
15 8^ 


07 
1 1006 


636 

100 0000 


24 


307 
48.2704 


26 
4.0860 


106 
16 6666 


118 
185534 


GS 
10 2201 


14 

2.2012 


€36 
100 0000 


25 


187 
29402S 


19 
2^74 


212 
:»3333 


170 
26.7295 


47 

7.3899 


01 
015/2 


636 

100 0000 
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APPENDIX: 3 

The List of Tables Showing 
StatLtical Relevance Relations'iips 
Test aid Referring To The Tables 
In Chapiter !ll 



S3 

ERIC 



Appendix 3 - TABLE: 1 



The Relevance Level of The Distribution 
of The Open Education Faculty 1985-86 
Senior Students In Tenns of Their 
Sex and Their Graduation In June 





Femsto 




TOTAL 


in Jufte 








Graduates 




496 


636 




184.7 1*"*) 


451.3 




Non-Graduates 


2292 


5445 


7737 




2247.3 


5489.7 




TOTAL 


5064 
7.990 


3314 


8378 



4 students are out of this analysis. 

X2^^j = 16.50, p<0.01 

(XX) Observed frequency (fo) 
(XXX) Expected frequency (fe) 
(xxxx) The rate of the numt)er of graduates to that of the 
undergraduates 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE: 1 



The Relevance Level of The Distribution 
of The Open Education Faculty 1985-86 
Senior Students In Terms of Their 
Sex and Their Graduation In June 





Femsde 


nnCOa 


TOTAL 


in June 








Graduates 




496 


636 




,84 7 (xxx) 


451.3 




Non-Graduates 


2292 


5445 


7737 




2247.3 


5489.7 




TOTAL 


5064 

7,90) <>^xxx) 


3314 


8378 



4 students 3re out of !his analysis. 

X2^^j = 16.50. p<0.01 

(XX) Ot>served frequency (fo) 
(xxx) Expected frequency (te) 
(xxxx) The rate of the nuniber of graduates to that of the 
undergraduates 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE: 3 



The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The 
Open Education Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Ternis of 
The Qualities of The Places They Live In and Their Graduation 





Ktetropoiis. 
Coun^ Seat 


City Center 
Town.Vill^ 


TOTAL 


hi June 








Graduates 


302 
360.60 


333 
275,39 


636 


Non -Graduates 


4438 
4379,39 


3286 
3344,60 


7724 


TOTAL 


4740 
6.8% 


3620 
9.1% 


8360 



22 students are out of this ansWsis. 



X2{^)=11.62. p<0.001 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE: 4 



Ttre Relevance Level of The Distribution of The 
Open Educatton Faculty 1985-% Senior Students 
In Tenns of The Qeographical Regions 
Where They Have Thefa* Student-Offices 
and Their Qraduafion In June 





and Tha 
Aagestfi 


/Wiatoiia 


The 
lytedftarra- 
nean 


The Black 
Sea 


E^tem and 
South Easiam 


TOTAL 


^ June 














C^aduates 


248 


176 


75 


69 


68 


636 




286.9 


192.1 


64.4 


57.3 


35.3 




Non- 














Gfaduates 




2352 


773 


685 


396 


7734 




3489.1 


233S.9 


7^.6 


696.7 


428.7 




TOTAL 


3776 
6.6% 


2SZi 
7.0 % 


848 

8.8% 


754 
92% 


464 

14.7% 


8370 



12 students are out of this anatysis. 

x2^4j=44,43. p<0.01 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE: 5 



The Relevance Level of The Distrft)ution of The 
Open Education Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students In Terms of The 
Number of Rooms In Their House snd Their Grajuation In June 





One Room 


Two Rooms 


Three 
Rx>ms 


Four 
Rooms 


o or 1 1 Ivies 
(tooms 


TOTAL 


Graduates 


22 
16.65 


116 
122.92 


313 
341.73 


141 
119.73 


44 

35.14 


636 


Non- 
Graduates 


197 
202.34 


1500 
1493.07 


4177 
4148.45 


1431 
1454.26 


418 
426.85 


7725 


TOTAL 


219 
10% 


1616 

7.1% 


4490 

7% 


1574 

7% 


462 

10% 


1 8361 



21 students are out of this anaJysiS- 



X2^4j=1 1.3669, p<0.05 
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Appendix 3 - TABtE:6 



The Relevance Level of The Distribution 
of The Open Education Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students 
In Terms of The Radio arKJ Tape Recorders 
They Have and Their Graduation In June 





None 


Only One 


Both 


TOTAL 


In June 










Graduates 


37 
41.63 


185 
156.10 


413 
156.10 


635 


Non Graduates 


506 
501 36 


1936 
1958 37 


5205 
518725 


7647 


TOTAL 


543 
6 8% 


2121 
8 7% 


5618 

7.4% 


8282 



100 students are out of this analysis. 



-6.9552. p<0.005 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE : 7 



The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The 
Open Education Faculty 19S5-8$ Senior Students 
In Terms of The Black and White TV. Color TV 
and VCRs They Have and 
Their Graduation In June 





None 


OnJy 
BWTV 


Only 
CotorTV 


TV and 
Video 


TOTAL 


In June 












Graduates 


61 
59.94 


317 
283.36 


206 
231.36 


48 
56.93 


632 


Hon 

Graduates 


734 
738.47 


3416 
3467.57 


2842 
2831.27 


742 
696.67 


7734 


TOTAL 


795 
7.6% 


3733 
8.5% 


3048 

6.8% 


750 
6.4% 


8326 



56 students are out of this analysis. 



^3)= 11.9771, p<0.01 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE : 8 



The Relevance Level of The Oistrft)ution of The 
Open Education Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students 
in Tenns of Working Out and Their Qrsu^ation In June 





Wofking 


NotWbfWng 


TOTAL 










Gradutfes 


343 


292 


635 




378.63 


256.63 




Non 


4624 


3077 


7701 


Gr^uales 


4588.63 


3112.36 




TOTAL 


4987 


3369 


8336 




6.9% 


8.7% 





46 stiKi«nts are out of this analysis. 



X2(1)»8.8538. p<0.01 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE: 9 



The Relevance Level of The O^frSnition 
of The Open Education Faculty 1985^ Senior Students 
m Terms of The Working Hows A Week and Th^ GfSKJuallon 





Uncl8r20 


20^ 
Hours 


41-50 
htours 


More Than 
SOHoufS 


TOTAI 


In Jane 














26 
22.64 


106 
95.97 


118 
143.13 


93 
81.23 


343 


Non-Gradua(t6S 


299 
292.35 


1229 
1239.C2 


1873 
1885.80 


1037 
1058.94 


4428 


TOTAL 


315 
8% 


1335 
5% 


1991 
6% 


1130 
8.2% 


4771 



361 1 students are of thb ana^is. 



X2^3y=8.2663, p<0.05 
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Appendix - 3 TABLE: 10 



The Relevance Level of The Dtetrtt)utlon of The 
Open Education Faculty 1985-86 Senior StiKients In Tenns 
of The D^ty Study (Hours and Their Graduation In June 





HcA reguteir 
ami Less 
Than An 
Hour 


1-2 Hours 




TOTAL 


In June 










Graduates 


206 
343,20 


212 
190.05 


217 
101.29 


635 


Ncn-Graduates 


4307 
4169.79 


2293 
1894.41 


1115 
1230.70 


7715 


TOTAL 


4513 

4.5% 


2505 
8.5% 


1332 
16.2% 


8350 



32 students are out of this analysis. 



=286.0294, p<0.01 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE: 11 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of 
The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Senior Students In Tenns of The Influence of The 
Families In Taking Innportant Decisions and 
Thei< Gr^uation in June 





Failier 
Only 


Mother 
Onty 


Father 
and 
Mother 
Together 


Father 
Mother 
^The 
Eiders 


AH The 
F»nfly 
Members 


TOTAL 


In June 














Graduates 


108 
94.44 


3 

11.13 


116 
125.57 


83 

76.82 


322 
324.01 


632 


Non- 
Graduates 


1130 
1143.55 


143 
134.86 


1530 
1520.42 


924 
930.17 


^25 
3922.98 


7652 


TOTAL 


1238 
8.7% 


146 

2% 


1646 

7% 


1007 
8^ 


4247 
7.6% 


8284 



98 students are out of this analysis. 



X2^4j= 9.8556. p<0.05 
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Appendix 3 - TABLE:12 



The Relevance Level of The Distr^tion of 
The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Senior Students In Tenns of Tolerance Their 
Famflies Show Them m\d Their Graduation in June 





No 
Tolerance 


TooUttte 
Totefance 


Sometimes. 
Yes, Someti- 
mes fto 


ToOfflU^ 
Tderanoe 


Ho 

Ir^rfe- 
fence 


TOTAL 
















Graduates 


7 


34 


306 


181 


101 


629 




7.88 


41.47 


308.92 


165.45 


105.25 




Non- 


97 


513 


3768 


2001 


1287 


7666 


Graduates 


96.11 


S0S.52 


3765.07 


2016.54 


1282.74 




TOTAL 


104 
6.8% 


547 

6.2% 


4074 

7.6% 


2182 
8.3% 


1388 

7.3% 


8296 



87 stiidents are out of this analysis. 



X2(4j- 3.3550. p<0.50 
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Appendix 3 • TABLE: 13 



The Relevance Level ^ The Oistrttjution of The 

Education FactMty 19S5-86 Senior Students 
In Temis of Their Aven^ ft/k>nthly Income »id 
Their Grsduatlon In June 





Under 
120.000 TU 


120.000 
230.000 TL 


Over 

2:».mx)TL 


TOTAL 


In Juna 










Graduates 


534 

519.71 


87.24 


15 
27.04 


634 


Non*Graduates 


6287 
6301.28 


1060 
1017.75 


340 
322.95 


7687 


TOTAL 


6281 
7.8% 


1145 
7.4% 


355 
4.2% 


8321 



61 students are out of this analysts. 
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Appendix 3 • TABLE: 14 

The Relevance Level of The Distribution of The 
Open Education Faculty 1985-86 Senior Students 
In Terms of The Number Of Family Members Workif^ Out 
and Their Graduation in June 





1 PerK)n 


2 Persons 


3 Persons 


4 Persons 


5or^e 


TOTAL 


in June 














Graduates 


314 


244 


67 


6 


3 


634 




290.84 


246.28 


77.13 


14.52 


5 




Non- 


3511 


2995 


950 


185 


63 


7704 


Graduates 


3534 


2992.71 


939.66 


176.47 


60.98 




TOTAL 


3825 


3239 


1017 


191 


66 


8338 




8.2% 


7 5% 


6,5% 


3% 


4.8% 





44 students are out of this analysis, 



X2 ^4j=9.7907. p<0.05 



90 




Appendix 3 - TABLE: 15 



The Relevance Level of The Distribution of 
The Open Education Faculty 
1985-86 Senior Students In Ternis of Whether They Live With 
Their Families Of Not and Their Graduation In June 





Lives With 
His Family 


Lives Abne 


TOTAL 


in June 








Graduates 


525 
537 


111 
98 29 


636 


Non-Graduates 


6527 
6514.99 


1189 
1201 


7716 


TOTAL 


7052 
7.4% 


1300 
8.5% 


8352 



30 students are out of this analysis. 



)=2.0537. p<0.10 
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Appendix 3 • TABLE: 16 



The Relevance Level of The Distribution of 
The Open Ec^jcation Faculty 
1985-86 Senior Sti^tents in Tenns of Their Financial 
Resources and Their Qr^juation In June 





From The 
Famfly 


From The 
Fwnfly 

and 
Sctwlar- 

shjp 


Own 
Income 


F/wnThe 

afKlHis 
Own 
income 


Different 
Sources 


TOTAL 


In June 














Graduates 


232 


104 


183 


106 


11 


636 




225.15 


74.36 


1^.94 


137.32 


9.2 




Non- 


2729 


874 


2315 


1700 


110 


7728 


Graduates 


2735.83 


903.^ 


2308.(^ 


1668.67 


111.79 




TOTAL 


2961 

7.8% 


978 
10.6% 


2498 
7.3% 


1806 
6% 


121 
9% 


8364 



18 students are out of this analysis. 



X2^4)= 21.3986, p<0.001 
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APPENDIX: 4 

The Tabte of Critical 

Khi Square Value Figures 



106* 



TAULO ^. KAV KARK{.X^)NlN KRiTiK OECF.RLERI 



rf./ 


X'0.99$ 


f 


:t**».07r. 







x*«.i^ 










• 




9.iMw«ir*7l 




ti.«t»<3!«33l 






2.7tiW4 


— 

X«tl4« 


r».M2:tji<j 


f:f.3i!M 


7 «rv44 


f 










0.2119720 


4.fiO^I7 


5.9tl}4l 


7.3l77r 


9.21031 


I0 5M«I 


3 


0.011 "SIS 


0. 1 14K3S 


0 7IS79S 


v*ft8** 8 •vW 




8,251 3? 


7.814 72 


9.34fl4U 


1 1 3449 


12 01111 


4 


0.?0S1»9f> 


0.:t97IIO 


0.484 (to 


0.710721 




7.7 »944 


0.4i772 


11.1433 


13.37i»7 


14 »U#2 


5 


ft jIDjA 


O.Zi^4300 


0.83131 1 


1.14S470 


1.01031 


8.33^3^ 


11.070i8 


.12.8325 


I5.09li3 


16.7494 


Q 




0.87^085 


1.?373-I7 


1.63^30 


2.20113 


10.M48 


12.5910 


14.4491 


10.8119 


19.5470 






l.»3^43 






2.H331 1 


12.0170 


14.0071 


U.Ol^ 


18.4753 


20.2777 


8 


1^41119 




3.17973 


2.73704 


3.48t)^4 




15,5073 


i 7.5340 


20.V9»2 


31.9550 


9 


1.7349^0 


2.08701 :t 


3*7<I030 


3.33511 


J l^tf 1 A 
4 . 1 IS 


l4.ft?i37 


10.0190 


19.0228 


3l.^«^ 


23.5893 


f V 






3.14^7 


3.04O30 


4.8^18 


15*0871 


18.3070 


20.4tf3i 


23.2003 


25.1899 


1 i 


7.0037 1 


3-0^47 


3.81275 


4.&7481 


5.57 7 79 


17.2750 


19.0751 


81,9200 


24.72r4» 


26,75€9 




3.093l^ 




4.4i)379 


8.?30O3 


0.3^31^ 


18.^494 


31. OKI 


23.3387 


2i;.2l70 


2ff.299S 


S3 


3.&6503 


4» 10691 


S U0^74 




7.04150 


10.81 19 


93.^21 


24.73.^ 


S7.li8«3 


90.8104 


)4 


4.074(8 


4.AflU43 


C. 62873 


8.57^3 


7*78953 


31.0048 


SX8848 


30.1190 


39.1413 


'31.3103 






8.?^933 


6.38214 


7.5C0!M 


8.54G75 


23.3073 


34.9958 


27.4884 


30.5779 


32.^13 


lit 


5.I43»4 


&.8l»«l 


O.0O7C0 


7.M104 


0.31^3 


23.5418 


28.2903 


28.8454 


31.9999 


34.3079 


17 






7.8lrll8 


8.07170 


• 10.0813 


24.7CTO 


87.5871 


30J910 


33.4087 


39.7185 


tti 


0<tO4$l 


I.V* « vt 






10.8^40 
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APPENDIX: 5 

Some Knowledge About 

Anadoiu University And 

The Open Education Faculty In Turkey 
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THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY 
OF ANADOLU UNIVERSITY H 



ANADOLU UNIVERSITY 

Anadoiu University was founded in 1982. The already existing 
^:ademies of Economic and Commerciat Sciences whidi was founded 
in 1958, arKi Engineering and Architecture which was founded in 1970, 
were reorganized as faculties of Economical and Admintetrative Sci- 
ences, and Engineering and Ardiitecture, respectively, under the new 
university which is named as Anadoiu University. 

Presently, Anadoiu University has the following faculties: 

* Faculty of Economic and Administrative Sciences 
(Eskl§ehlr - Yunus Emre Campus) 

* Faculty of Engineering and Architecture 
(Eski$ehir - Bademlik Campus) 

* Faculty of Economic and Administrative Sciences 
{Kutahya Campus) 

* Faculty of Economic and Administrative Sciences 
(Afyon Can^s) 

* Faculty of Industrial Arts (Eski^ehir - Yunus Emre Campus) 

* Faculty of Medicine (Eski^ehir - Osman Gazi Campus) 

* Faculty of Pharmacology (Eski§ehir- Yunus Emre Campus) 

' The Open Education Faculty (EsW§ehir - Yunus Emre Campus) 

* Faculty of Educational Sciences 
{Eskl§ehir - Yunus Emre Campus) 

* Faculty of Arts and Sciences (Eski§ehir - Yunus Emre Campus). 

There are other higher education institutions and polytechnic insti- 
tutes in the university. The department of Industrial Fine Arts was 
started in 1985-86 academic year, in addition to these undergraduate 



C) Th« Open Educatton F^ity of Anadoiu University is a bfouchure whi<* has prepared 
by Dr. Cengiz TEKlN. Dr. D.AIi OZQELlK, Dr. UQur DEMlRAY and Dr. Murat BARKAN. 
Second edition, September 1988. printed by Anadoiu University Printif^ House. 
Esklfehir-Torkey. 
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programs, there are four graduate schools for postgraduate studies in 
the university. In sum, Anactoiu University consists of 9 faculties and 5 
schools of higher education with approximately 2000 employees. 656 
of whom are in the academic staff. The university has more than 
250.000 students which makes it the largest university in the country. 

THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY 

Preparation for a distance education started at the university in 
1970's. First, face-to-face classroom education programs were start- 
ed at the university to ^in qualified personnel for the new attempt in 
distance education. The Cinema and Television S(^ool was the first 
program of this kind which came into effect as a part of the Eskl§ehir 
Academy of Economic and Commercial Sciences in the same year. 
The name of this school was then changed to Faculty of Communica- 
tion Sciences. 

After the 1982 reorganization, the Open Education Faculty was 
founded and t>egan to offer two distinct types of higher education 
programs: The face-to-face, as a traditional education pro- 
grams in (1) Cinema and Television, (2) Printing and Publishing, (3) 
Communteation Arts, and (4) Educational Communication and Plan- 
ning; and as the distance education programs in (1) Economics, 
(2) Business Administration, (3) Teachers Training, (4) Televised Sum- 
mer Courses for Lysee Students. 

In 1982-83 academic year, the face-to-face, education programs in 
the Open Education Faculty started with 25 and the programs in dis- 
tance education with 29.479 students. Untill 1988 sixty of the 280 
graduates of the face-to-face education programs were employed at 
the Educational Television and Radio Production Center (ETV) of the 
Open Education Faculty as director, assistant director, director of pho- 
tography, cameraman, education planner, studio director or vision mix- 
ing operator. 

Two programs on Economics and Business Administration are of- 
fered in the distance education section of the Open Education Faculty, 
as mentioned earlier. Students registered for the programs in econom- 
ics and in business administration take the same courses (as a base 
courses) in the first two years. In the third and fourth years, however, 
they take some common and some different courses which they are 
deat with its departments. 



100 

ERIC 



I 



Beginning in the 1985*86 academic year, the Open Education Fa- 
culty started a (Afferent program of higher learning for the elementary 
s^ool teachers who were regular school grac^tes (gr^iuates of a 
teacher training school which was six years after the first five or three 
years after the first eight grades). The program was a two-year higher 
education program which was roughly equal to junior college educa- 
tion with some additional courses in educational sciences such as cur- 
riculum development, measurement and evaluation, psychology of 
learning, guidance and counseling, special teaching methods, etc. 

Beginning in the 1987-88 academic year the Open Education Fa- 
culty also began to offer televised summer courses to Ngh school stu- 
dents who did not progress in the regular school year as expected. The 
purpose of these courses was to supplement their school instruction 
in the respective sut>jects and prepare them for the make-up exami- 
nations. 

WHY THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY 
TOOK PLACE IN ANADOLU UNIVERSITY 

The Open Education Faculty is a contemporary higher education in- 
stitution which carries out some Important education administrations in 
Turkey. 

Eski§ehir Academy of Economic and Commercial Sdences, which 
formed the core of Anadolu University, was a rapkJiy developirig insti- 
tution. With a dynamic team of administrators and a group of effk^ent 
and hard-working staff, the academy soon t>ecafne popular with its use 
of contemporary technology, scientific research, and efficient work. 
Academy soon gained the prestige of an education institution whteh is 
responsible for Its immediate and its far-reaching environments. 
Consequently, the academy became the center of scientific knowledge 
and new technoIogies.The use of modem education technologies to 
increase the rate of learning and the productivity in education was one 
of the chief functions performed by the academy. 

A closed-circuit television system was made ready for the try-out 
broadcasts in 1972. A new studio was prepared with advanced televi- 
sion equipments in 1973. The Turkish-German technotogical agree- 
ment was signed for the development of Educattonal Television and 
Radio Production Center in 1976. As a result of these developments, 
educational television was started as an effective medium for group 
instruction by a highly qualified team of personnel gathered a the 
academy. 

101 

105 

o 

ERIC 



A series of national ^n6 international seminars, and publications t)y 
the Faculty of Communication Sciences of Eskl§ehir Academy of Eco- 
nomic and Commercial Sciences laid the academic foundation for 
open education in Turkey. The faculty supported the new move by a 
variety of theoretical and empirk:al studies, whtoh resuted in the com- 
pletion of a well-formed foundatton for the distance education system 
in terms of academic and technical requirements. 

The 5th article of the Higher Education Act. whfch came into effect In 
1981. provides all of the Turkish universities with the opportunity to or- 
ganize distance education programs in their fiekis of speciaiizatk>ns. 
Anadolu University was ready to support large scale operatk}ns in the 
area with its well-developed educational television and pubikatkm 
departments as well as its dynamic team of ^ministrators. The uni- 
versity was given the opportunity to carry out country-wkto distance 
educatk)n programs in various fiekjs of higher education by the resolu- 
tk>n passed in 1982. As a result, the Open Ecbjcation Faculty became 
the only source of the country-wide distance education programs in 
Turkish higher education. Other institutions of higher education could 
use the opportunity to provide distance education by accepting exter- 
nal students from among those who cannot attend regular classroom 
instruction. 

DISTANCE EDUCATION 
THROUGHOUT THE WORLD 

The distance education throughout the world has a history of more 
than 100 years . The first application was carried out by. the University 
of London In 1836. But the method gained popularity after the 1970's. 

The organizations of distance education programs and their capac- 
ities are getting larger every day. 

At the moment, many countries like Australia, Canada, China, Costa 
Rica, England, France, The Netherlands, India, Iran, Japan, Malysela. 
Nigeria. Norway, Poland, Spain. Sri Lanca, Thailand and U.S.A. are 
using this method, especially in higher education. 

After a series of observations and much research it has been made 
clear that the quality of instruction provWed in the programs of dis- 
tance education is equvalent to that in traditional higher education ap- 
plications. 
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WHAT ARE THE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN 
OPEN EDUCATION AND TRADITIONAL 
FACE-TO-FACE EDUCATION 

Differences in age, place and daily activity define the target pop- 
ulation in open education. Does this mean a compromise in the quali- 
ty? Certainly not! 

C^n education has proved superior to traditional classroom edu- 
catiCKi. One of the superiorities is this: Open education has found an ef- 
fective solution to the problem of qualified teaching staff shortage, 
which is a serious obstacle in traditional classroom education. In open 
education, the t>est teachers of the country can be called to cooperate, 
and advanced technologies in mass media can be used to turn that 
cooperation into a very fruitful enterprise. The second superiority is the 
lowered cost of education, which gives an undisputabie advantage to 
open education over other systems of education. 

In open education, video, television, radio, printed materials, and 
face to-face education are used only in needed proportions. A dynamic 
team of administrators and a highly qualified teaching staff are used to 
realize such a "miracle". 

THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY OF 
ANADOLU UNIVERSITY 

Traditional face-to-face education is classroom education. In this 
well-known system, students and teachers are required to be in the 
same classroom for learning to take place. 

Changes were necessary in the traditional classroom education for 
three reasons: First, the cost of traditional education was very h^h. as 
mentioned earlier, and it was getting still higher every day. Second, 
the demand for higher learning, was increasing far more rapidly than 
was the places available in the higher education institutions. Conse- 
quently, there were serious obstacles in providing students with high- 
er education of^rtunities in terms of both the physical set up and fa- 
cilities and teaching staff. Third, the advancements in science and 
technology, especially the new developments in mass media, intro- 
duced new and more efficient solutions to the problems mentioned. 

With the assistance of the new technological developments in mass 
media, it became possible to teach the students who are distant from 
the school and from each other. Traditional face-to-face education has 
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become a costly alternative to t>e used only on special occasions 
wtiereitis required. 

Distance education can be consi(tered a system of education which 
brings an effective solution to the discrepancy t>etween the demand 
and supply in education, it consists mainly of the use of communica- 
tion technology with some face-to-face education whenever it Is neces- 
sary. This method makes the education of great masses possible. 

In distance education, teaching services are extended to homes of 
the students with the help of advanced education technologies. That is 
why it is accepted as the most contemporary method of the century. 
Distance education can be a powerful tool in adult education, too. But, 
the application in Turkey was started to provkte higher education to 
those who couki not. or purposefully did not, attend the regular higher 
education programs. 

WHO PARTICIPATES IN THE TEACHING TEAM 
OF THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY 

The teaching staff of the Open Education Faculty consists of the 
teaching staff of Anadolu University plus those of the other universities 
in the country serving in similar areas of higher learning. As a result, 
students of the Open Education Faculty have the opportunity to leam 
from the best teachers available from the higher educatk>n institutions 
of the country. The Open Education Faculty functions as the most high- 
ly qualified higher education center in the progiams it offers. 

PROGRAMS AND OTHER SERVICES 
OFFERED BY 
THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY 

PROGRAMS AND OTHER SERVICES 

There are two programs of distance education in the Open Educa- 
tion Faculty. These are the undergraduate programs in Economics and 
Business Administration. The teacher training program and other ser- 
vices provided by the faculty will be taken up in the next sections. 
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HIGHER EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS IN ECONOMICS AND 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

The Economics and Business Adnnlnistration programs offered by 
the O^n Education Faculty currently are four - year umtergr^uate 
programs lesKjing to the degree of Bachelor of Arts in ttte respective 
fields. The courses offered in the two programs are the same for the 
first two years, as mentioned earlier. The courses differ only in the third 
and ttie fourth years, as will t>e seen in the lists of courses t}eiow. Stu- 
dents of the Open Education Faculty are enrolled in these programs 
on the basts of their scores in the university entrance examination and 
their ^ndividuai preferences. 

The courses offered in the two undergraduate ^ograms are as fol- 
lows: 

FIRST YEAR (The same for both Economics and Business Administra- 
tion): 

1 . introduction to business administration 

2. Introduction to economics 

3. Introduction to accounting 

4. Introduction to beh&vioral sciences 

5. Introduction to law 

6. General mathematics 

7. Foreign language 1 (English) 

8. Principles of AtaturK and History of 
the Turkish Revolution I 

9. Turkish I 

SECOND YEAR (The same for both Economics and Business Admin- 
istration) 

1 . Business administration 

2. Economic analysis 

3. Accounting applications 

4. Public finance 

5. Commercial law 

6. Statistics 

7. Foreign language II (English) 

8. Principles of Ataturk and History of 
the Turkish Revolution li 

9. Turkish II 
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THIRD YEAR (ECONOMICS) 

1. Money and banking 

2. International economics 

3. Government budget 

4. TuHUsti tax laws ami legislation 

5. Administrative structure of Turkey 

6. Labor and scKiiai security law 

7. Foreign language Hi (English) 

8. Princes of Ataturic and History of 
the Turk^ Revoiutk>n III 

9. Turkish III 

THIRD YEAR (BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION) 

1 . Business finance 

2. Marketing 

3. Cost £KXOunting 

4. Turkish tax laws and legislation 

5. Administrative structure of Turkey 

6. Labor and social security law 

7. Foreign language III (English) 

8. Principles of AtatOrk and History of 
the Turkish Revolution ill 

9. Turkish III 

FOURTH YEAR (ECONOMICS) 

1. Economic development 

2. Policy of pubHc finance 

3. Tax £^lk;ations 

4. Turkish economy 

5. Investment and project evaluation 

6. Computers and basic programming 

7. Foreign language IV (English) 

8. Principles of Ataturit and History of 
the Turkish Revolution IV 

9. Turkish IV 

FOURTH YEAR (BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION) 

1 . Organizational behavior 

2. Advertising and sales management 

3. Auditing and financiat analysis 

4. Turkish economy 
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5. Investment and project evaluation 

6. Computers and Basic programming 

7. Fore^n tangu£^ IV (English) 

8. Principles of AtatOrk and History of the Turkish Revolution IV 

9. Turkish IV 

The nun4»er of students enrolled in open education programs in Eco- 
nomics and Business Administration were as follows: 



Academic 


Total No 


Graduates; 


Year 


Enrolm. 




1982-83 


29.479 




1983-84 


40.617 




1984-85 


65.656 




1985-86 


97.313 


4.658 


1986-87 


106.860 


6.114 


1987-88 


133.160 


5.662 


1988-89 


256.948 


5.438 



THE TEACHER TRAINING PROGRAM 

Elementary school teachers used to be trained in the regular 
schools untH 1973. A law passed that year requiring two years higher 
education to teadiing at the elementary scho(^s regular. As a result of 
this change, both regular school and two-year teacher training college 
graduates were working as elementary school teachers. 

The government later, deckJed that additional training was neces- 
sary for the regular school graduates. The National Ministry of Educa- 
tion Youth and Sports asked the help of the Open Education Faculty to 
carry out the additional training. 

The teacher training program for upgrading the training of nonnal 
school graJuates went into effect In the 1985-86 academic year. The 
numbers of elementary school teacners participating in the project 
were as follows: 



107 



111 



ERIC 



Academic Totai Graduates 

Year Enrolm. 



1985- 86 

1986- 87 

1987- 88 



46.774 
130.000 
93.198 



36.802 
83.140 



WEST EUROPE PROJECT 

The West Europe Project (WEP) of the Open Education Faculty 
started in the 1987-88 academic year, after six years of experience in 
the home country. The aim of the prefect was to meet the needs of the 
TurlUsh citizens working and/or living in the countries of West Europe. 

The instructional materials prepared at the C^n Edication Faculty 
were sent to the Open Education Student Information Bureau in Co- 
logne, from where they distributed to more than 3.000 students in pro- 
grams of economics and business administration. These materials 
were the same as those used in the home country. The only exception 
was that the television progranro were (Sstributed to students as video 
cassettes. 

The examinations for the Western Europe Prefect were carried out 
in the following in six centers and ten cities. These are: West Germa- 
ny Cologne (Bureau); Frankfurt. Hamburg, Berlin, Munich; Switzer- 
land, Bern; Belgium. Brussels, The Netherlands, The Hague; 
France.Paris; Austria. Vienna. 

HOW DOES THE SYSTEM RUN IN 
THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY 

TELEVISION AND RADIO PROGRAMS 

The instructional materials used by the Open Education Faculty 
consist of printed materials sent out to the students, television and ra- 
dio programs broadcast by the Turkish RaJio and Television, and vid- 
eo cassettes through the video education centere. These materials are 
supplemented by the services provided at the local face-to-face teach- 
ing centers, video education centers, faculty bureaus, and the news- 
paper "Anadolu". 

All of the instructional materials are prepared and services are 
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provicled by experts in the respective fields. 

Open education is not totally dependent on the television broad- 
casts. However, television programs have a very important piace 
. among the means used. At least one program is televised for each 
course, each year. These programs are sequenced to match the pro- 
gression in the teextbooks. In addition to the television programs, ra- 
cfio programs are used for the foreign language courses. 
WHY TELEVISION IS SO 8MP0RTANT 

In televised teaching, visual and auditory signals are used simul- 
taneously to transmit information. That is why television is a most 
effective instrument instruction process. 

Research findings Indicate that, with the help of television, students' 
learning of new concepts is improved about 30%, their attention about 
35%, and their perseverence atK>ut 50%. 

in tr^litional education, teacher's lectures are the primary means 
in transmitting new infomiation. Lectures however, are not capable of 
carrying a definite image. The use of television offers the potential of 
showing directly the information to be transmitted. 

Furthermore, the chance to repeat what is to be learned is not limit- 
ed as it is in traditional education. 
PREPARATION OF A TELEVISION PROGRAM 

In preparing a television program, the first step is identification of 
the main points to be transmitted. These are the basic con^pts. rules, 
relations, applications, and methods to be taught in the program. The 
second step is the clarification of these with the teachers. 

The directors and the teachers are gathered for script writing, set 
designing and rehearsing the program to be prepared. Then, studies 
are made on lighting, decoration, graphic materials, sound, locations, 
and the studio. 

1 1A television program is the product of team work. A number of 
experts as well as special service departments take part in such a 
team. 

Educational Television and Radio Production Center (ETV) of the 
Open Education Faculty produces approximately 300 television pro- 
grams and revise the same amount as well in each academk; year. 
PRINTED TEACHING MATERIALS 

The textbooks of the Open Education Faculty are prepared in ac- 
cordance with the principles of distance education to make self study 
of material easier. 
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The textbooks consist of learning units. Each unit represents a 
weekly ass^nment for the student. The units start with an outline of 
what is to t>e ieamed and suggesttons for the learner. Within the text, 
important concepts, rules relations, £p>}k»tions and methods and are 
presented in a manner that they gain the attention of \he reader. The 
new concepts introduced in the unit are reiterated at the end, and sug- 
gestions are made for further reading. The unit ends wi^ a test. AH of 
these instructk}nal measures are aimed at provkiing the reader with 
the t^t opportunities possit>le to gain of control of his or her learning, 
in this system, it is very important for the student to take full responsibH- 
ity for his or her own learning. 

VIDEO EDUCATION CENTERS 

Presently, vkieo educatk)n services are provkled to students of the 
Open Educatk>n Faculty in five bureaus only. Pilot studies are current- 
ly being done with the foreign language (English) programs. 

The procedure in video educatk)n is as follows: 
The system butkj on understating define as vkteo based teacher tu- 
tion. And the sessions are based on showing vkieo lesson units. For 
each unit, a pretest is first administered to check the level of prior 
learning. The program is (M-esented using the vkieo cassette. A post 
test is administered aftenivards to assess the level of learning. In addi- 
tion, a summative test covering the whole course is administered at the 
beginning as a diagnostic instrument, and the same test is repeated at 
the end of the course as an achievement test. This service is expected 
to approximate a mastery learning strategy in foreign language learn- 
ing. 

The results obtained from the pilot studies with more than 2000 stu- 
dents indicate that the percent correct on the final test can be raised 45 
to 60 |:x>ints more by using the services provided in the vkieo educa- 
tion centers. 

THE NEWSPAPER ''ANADOLU' 

The function of the newspaper Anadolu is to provide a communica- 
tk)n network between the faculty and its students ail over the country. 
The newspaper Anadolu is distributed to all students through the mail. 

The newspaper Anadolu deals with: 

* Subjects or inckients of the university and the faculty. 

• Subjects which are related to the student - faculty relations and/or 
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thd Instructionai services provided by the faculty. 

* Relationships of the faculty with its environment. 

* Academic problems of the students. 

* Problems faced by the students in their inter^rtions with ttieir 
environments. 

The students and teachers of the Department of Printing and Pub- 
lishing take for the preparatiwi newspaper responsibility. 

THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY BUREAUS 
IN TURKEY AND WEST EUROPE 

The Open Education Faculty Bureaus are organized to meet tfie de- 
nrand for student services. They also play a very Important role as a 
diannel of comnrunication between the distant students and the facul- 
ty. The bureaus of the faculty, at present, are the following: 
CentraA Bureau : Eski^hir 

Service Bureaus : Adana, Ankara, Antalya, Bursa, Denizli, Diyar- 
bakir, ElazfQ, Erzunjm, Eski§ehlr. Gaziantep. Istanbul (One in the Ana- 
tolian, the other one in the European part). Izmir, Kayseri, Konya, Mal- 
at-ya, Samsun. Sivas. Trabzon, Van ZonguWak, Ufko§a (Turkish 
RepuWfe of Northern Cyprus). Cologne (The WEP Student Information 
Bureau, West Gennany) 

ACADEMIC ADVISING IN 
LOCAL TEACHING CENTERS 

The local teaching centers are intended primarily to meet the need 
for face-to-face instructton. Academic advisors chosen from the staff 
members of the local universities provkJe supplementary face-to-face 
teaching and academic advising, as necessary. 

There is at least one academic advisor for the courses in each local 
teaching center. 

At the beginning of each academic year, a gukle is sent out to in- 
form the students of the times and places of the tocal teaching servic- 
es. The newspaper Anadolu is used to inform students of any chang- 
es m the schedules. In addition, a student guide is issued each year to 
help the students in making use of the tocal teaching services. 

The Academic Advising centers of the Open Education Faculty are 
the foltowing.Name of the university Location - City; Anadolu Uni- 
versity - Eski§ehlr. Afyon. Kutahya, Lefko§a, Akdeniz University - 
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Antalya. Ankara University - Ankara, AtalOrk University - Erzu- 
rum, Cumhurlyet University - Sivas. Qukurova University - 
Adana. DIcle University - Diyarbakfr, DoKui EyIOl University - 
Izmir, Erdyes University - Kayseri, Firat University - ElaziS. Ga- 
zl University - Ankara. Hacettepe University - Ankara. Zongul- 
dak Istanbul University - Istanbul, Istanbul Technical Univer- 
sity - Istanbul, Karadeniz University - Trabzon , Marmara Uni- 
versity - Istanbul, Ondokuz Mayis University - Samsun. Sel^uk 
University - Konya, Uiudad University - Bursa, Batikesir. 

EXAMINATIONS 

The examinations made by the Open Education Faculty and 
(OSYM) are all summative type. They are aimed at measuring the lev- 
els of learning at the middle and at the end of the courses. A nnake-up 
examination is also made for each course. 

A short test is provWed in the textbooks. The students are expected 
to take these tests a! and try the relev^it section of the text again for 
any wrong answers. Those who cannot correct themselves are expect- 
ed to consult with the academic advisors at the tocal teaching centers. 

THE MID-TERM AND FINAL EXAMINATIONS 

At the end of the first half of the units in each course, a mid-term ex- 
amination is made, covering the basic learnings expected to take 
place in all of those units. A multiple-choice test of approximately 40 
items is used for this purpose. The answer sheets are read and scored 
using optical n>ark readers, and the s«)res are transferred to students' 
permanent records. The mid-term score is assigned a weight of 30% in 
determining the final level of achievement. 

At the end each course final exemination made, covering all the 
units and emphesizing secondhalfofthe course. Again, a multiple- 
choice test of approximately 40 items is used for this purpose. The an- 
swer sheets are read and scored in the same way. The final score is 
assigned a weight of 70% in determining the final level of achieve- 
ment 

A make-up examination is given to students failing to achieve at a pres- 
pecified level. The make-up examination for a course Is similar in con- 
tent to that of the final, and it is used in the same manner. 

All examinations are carried out in cooperation with the Student Se- 
lection and Placement Center {6sYM) in the provincial capitals where 
Open Education Faculty bureaus are located. 
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ABOUT THE GRADUATES 

The evidence accumulated so far indicates that the dstance educa- 
tion programs offered t>y the Open Education Faculty represent a major 
break through for the students with the foliowing qualifications: 
' Living especially in the rural areas of the educationally deprived 
regions of the country. 

* Unmarried or married and have children. 

* Living either in comfortable houses with many saliences or living 
in tt\e ghettoes where almost none of them exists. 

* Either working on a fuiltime basis or not working at all. 

* Living in the families in the lowest income bracket and suffering the 
shortage of the modem communication devices such as radio, tel- 
evision, etc. 

The evidence indicates that the students in the distance education 
programs are those who have to try hard to achieve; and, interestingly 
enough, they do so, in general. This reminds the assertion that. *'in dis- 
tance educatton, the ones who succeed are those who really need it!" 

It is wor^ noting that approximately one-^ird of fhe students in dis- 
tance education programs are engaged in fuiltime work. The more in- 
teresting skte of it is that these students are also successful in their 
school work. It must be an extremely valuable experience for them to 
carry out the two sets of responsibilities simultaneously and with good 
results! 

The Open Education Faculty gets its motivation from the belief that, 
"if both the school and the students do their best there will t>e nothing to 
prevent their success!" And it seems that it does rightly so. 
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APPENDIX: 6 

A Text for Reading. Some General 
Characteristics of The Open Education 
Faculty Students As Senior Students 
In 1985-86 Educational Year 
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A TEXT FOR READING 
SOME INFORMATION ON THE 
CHARACTERISTICS OF 
THE OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY 
STUDENTS, AS A SENIOR STUDENTS 
IN 1985-86 EDUCATIONAL YEAR 

This part of the study presents an extract from another research car- 
ried out on the Open Education Faculty Students who registered to the 
faculty's Economics and Business Administration Programs in 1982- 
83 and became senior students in 1985-86 without failure. 

This study, titled "Evaluation of Leisure Time Activities and Expecta- 
tions of Students Frcm Faculty of Open Education At The Anadolu Uni- 
versity" has been cor.'«pleted in September. 1986 by UQur Demiray and 
has been awarded a PhD by the Anadolu University, Social Sciences 
Institute. 

This study also includes some characteristics of the Open Education 
Faculty Senior Students. The present study which has been carried 
out on the First Graduates of the Open Education Faculty, 
which is the same group as in the other research, sometimes refers to 
the previous one. Therefore, it is believed that this extract will be a 
helpful reference for the reader. 

Open Education Faculty senior students, which makes the control 
group of this study, were given a questionnaire. The first twenty three 
questions of this questionnaire include the information on the personal, 
social and economic characteristics of the students. Questions 1 and 8 
are directed to the student himself, 9 and 23 to his social and economic 
situation and 24. 25 and 26 to his use of time. In this part the infomia- 
tion obtained from the above stated questions will be dealt with. 
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SOME CHARACTERISTICS THE 
OPEN EDUCATION FACULTY IN 1985^6 
EDUCATIONAL YEAR AS A SENIOR STUDENTS 

Introduction 

This study deals with the information on the social and socio- 
economic conditions of the Open Education Faculty senior students' 
in 1985-86 Education year. 

There were 9949 senior students in the C^n Education Faculty 
"Economic" and "Business Administration" programs in 1985-86 tenn. 
AH the senior students were given the questionnaires. 8771 students 
mailed the questionnaires back. 389 out of 8771 questionnaires were 
not included in the research since they were not answered accordingly. 
This 8382 questionnaires were used in the research (The returning rate 
of the questionnaire is 84%). In this respect, the group which the study 
is teased on has been accepted as the control group. The term 'control 
group" includes all the Open Education Faculty 1985-86 senior 
students. 

Information Related with the Students 

The questions directed to the s^dent themselves include their depart- 
ments, the regions where their student offices, their sex, age and mari- 
tal status, the quality of the places they live in, whether they work out 
and what their financial resources are. 

60% (5064 students) of the studente in the control group attend the 
"Economics" program and 40% (3314 students) attends the "Business 
Administration' program. As seated previously 1178 students did not 
mail their questionnaires back and 389 students' questionnaires were 
not included in the study since they were not answered accordingly. 

The students attending the Open Education Faculty programs are 
connected to the nearest Open Education Faculty student-offices where 
they live. The distribution of the senior students according to the stu- 
dent offices they are conneted is as foltows: 45% (3776 students) is 
connected to the offices in the Marmara and the Aegean, 30% (2528 
students) in Central Anatolia, 10% (848 students) In the Mediterranean, 
9% (754 students) the Black Sea and 6% (464 students) in the Eastern 
and South Eastern Anatolia Such a distribution is expected in that most 
of the students in the control group are not working, the population den- 
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sity is own in the Eastern parts where as it h^h in ^ western parts 
arKl that big cities talie piace k) the western parts. 

C^t of the control group students 29% (2432 persons) female and 
71% (5941 persons) male. 

Another topic wtiich has been anaysed is whether the age groups of 
the Open Education Faculty students wouki be (Afferent from those of 
the other university students since the Educaticm Faculty has 
been uskig distance education method. It is seen in the answers to the 
questions related with age that 85% (7086 stuttents) of the students are 
25 or under 25 years old. This is an expected result beacuse in our 
country students of 18, generally start higher education and at the age 
of 21 or 22 they graduate. 1 5% of the control groi^ beloi^ to the other 
age groups. The distribution of this 15% group is as such: 13% of the 
control group is between 26-30 and 0.27% is over 40. In 1982-83 term 
the Open Education Faculty administration applied these students (the 
control group) a questionnaire and the question "How many times did 
you take the university entrance examination" was asked. 27% (6202 
persons) of the answers indicated that it was the first, 37% (8507 per- 
sons) the second, 24% (5613 persons) the third and 10% (2474 per- 
sons) the fourth or more. It is seen that four years ago the 73% of the 
students who registered to the Open Education Faculty is over 18 
whereas the university candidates are generally 18 years okl in Tur- 
key. This result related with the number of the university entrance exam 
shows that some of the Open Education Faculty students did not pass 
the university exam and quitted their eckicatlon for a few years. This 
shows us another fact that the Open Education Faculty students are 
okier than the other university students. Yet this can not be the only 
reason for this difference. 

The age groups of the university students have been dealt with in a 
research, titled "Leisure Time Activities of the Higher Education Stu- 
dents... (Gdkmen and e.t. al, 1985). In this study the informatton ob- 
tained from the 9594 answers to the questton related with age is as 
such: 71% of the students is in the 18-21 age group, 11% is 24 or 
above. This indicates that the Open Education Faculty Students are a 
little bit older than the other university students. 

In our questionnaire 1985-86 senior student the question of marital 
status has been answered by the students such as: 87% of the stu- 
dents is single, 13% is married. The groi^ of single students is consist- 
ed of the following: 78% {6544 persons) is never married or engaged, 
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9% (722 persons) is engaged and less than 1% Is divorced or widow/ 
widower 5% (431 persons) is married without children and 8% (641 
persons) is married and have children. 

In the rese^ mentioned atK>ve (Gdkmen and et ai, 1985. p:38) it ^ 
seen that 0ie rate of manried students is very low because of such rea- 
sons as con^isary attendance, economic difficulties and the difficue- 
ties of marriage without having a job. Thte rate can be consktered im- 
portant in terms of the C^n Education Faculty stuctents where there is 
no problem of attendance and in terms of the married sti^tents the rate 
of which is 13%. This bring another difference for the Open Education 
Faculty students as well as in ternis of sge group. 

The questionnaire includes the question 'Do you work?" in order to 
determine the students" economic comStions. From the answers to this 
question, it is seen that 40% (3360 persons) of the C^n Education Fa- 
culty Senior Students do not work at any job. 59% (4968 persons) of 
the control group does his own work without payment or with payment 
or work for somebody with payment. 46 students did not answer this 
question. 

In the research done by Gdkmen and et al, the question "Do you have 
a work to earn your living?" has been asked. 73% of the students who 
answered this question has stated that they do not work and 27% has 
stated that they work when the school is over or during a major part of 
the year (Gdkmen and et al. 1985, p:42). In another research it has 
been discovered that 53% of the students do not work at any job and 
the rest of the students work during the holkiays or part-time. (Ek$i. 
1982, p:159). From the data obtained through these two researches 
mentioned it is seen that most of the university students do not work 
because the attendance is compulsory. Whereas our study indicates 
that 59% of the Open Education Faculty students work and as it will be 
mentoned later - most of them work full-time. Consequently, It is dear 
that a greater majority of the Open Education Faculty students has start- 
ed to work to earn a living. 

The questionnaire also includes the question "What are your financial 
resource?". Those who answer this question as "from my family" consist 
of 35% (29861 persons) of the control group. The rate of those who rate 
that they cover ail their expenses on their own is 30% (2498 persons). 
Those who state that then financial resources are their family and 
scholarships consist 12% of the control group whereas the rate of the 
students who rate that they cover their expenses with their income and 
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dAso with the help of their family is 22% (1806 persons). The rate of the 
stiKients who state that they have money (Afferent financial resources is 

1,5% (121 persons). 16 students did not answer this question. 

In the researches carried out on the university students (Al>adan, 
1961. p:104; Ek§i. 1982. p:159; Gdkmen and et al, 1985, p:42) it has 
l»en observed that a great majority of the university students do not 
work and that most of the woriving students work during ttie summer 
Ume in holklays short terms or part-time. This means that the number of 
students who cover their expenses by themselves Is not many. There- 
lore most of these students woukJ have to be supported by their fami- 
lies or their relatives. In this respect it can be saki that most of the Open 
Educatton Faculty students cover their expenses on their own. This is 
not an unexpected situation in terms of the numt)er of the students, 
which is more than that of the other university students. 

One of the different aspects of the Open Education Faculty is that it 
employs the distance education system and in this way it carries out 
tlw educational services into the places where they live or work. A uni- 
versity student has to live where his faculty is. The Open Education Fa- 
culty students were asked in me questionnaire about the kind of places 
they live in. This has been done In order to find out In what kind of plac- 
es the Open Education Faculty Students live most. The answers to the 
question "What kind of a place do you live in?" 33% of the students live 
in metropolis, 28% in city-centers. 24% in towns and 10% in villages. 
Under the light of the above data it can be said that 1/3 of the Open Ed- 
ucation Faculty students live in such places as towns and villages 
there are not many cultural activities and where the traditional structure 
is more dominant and technology Is less dense. 

The findings of the researches carried out on the university students 
by Abadan (1961); Ek§i (1982); Gokmen and et al (1985) and Unver 
and et al (1986) Indkate that these students come from provinces and 
tjig city centers. This shows that the university students have an oppor- 
tunity to live in social communication o-icumstances. However, the 
Q)en Education Faculty students come from smaller places and they 
have to stay in the same circumstanes to contince their education. 

Under the light of the information that has been mentioned so far the 
results obtained can be summarised as follows: 15% the Open Educa- 
tion Faculty students are above 25 years oW. 59% work at any job, 
13% are married, 35% area financially supported say their families ap- 
proximately 30% live in places like towns and villages, 29% are fe- 
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males. 71% are males and 60% attend "Economics" program, 40% 
"Business Administration" program and 45% of these students live in 
Marmara and Aegean Regions. 30% in Central Anatolia, 10% In the 
Mediterranean. 9% in the Black Sea and 6% in the Souht Eastern and 
Eastern Anatolia. 

Information Related With 
Socio-Economic Conditions 

The questions 9-23 in the questionnaire have t>een designed to ob- 
tain necessary Information on the students' socio-economic conditions. 
This part deals with the Information on the stwlents' socio-economic 
conditions obtained from the answers to these questions. 

The students were asked the question "Do you live with your father 
and mother?" The rate of the students who answered positive is 84% 
{7052 persons) and that of those who answered negative is 15% (130 
persons). 30 students did not answer this question. It is natural that the 
mass of the students lives with their parents because they do not have 
to go to another city to attend the university with the help of distance 
education system. 15% of the students do not live with their parents be- 
cause they are not alive or the students are married or they work some- 
where away from their families. The Open Education Faculty students 
do not have the opportunity of staying at the State Dormitories. This is 
important because dormitories supply the students a social communi- 
cation circumstances and the students living in dormitories have the 
change of living in big cities. Therefore It is not possible to compare the 
following result approximately 1/3 of the students live with their fam- 
ily. 1/3 live in rented flats or houses and 1/3 live in dormitories" 
(Gdkmen and et al, 1985. p:43) with that of Open Education Faculty 
students. 

One of the most Important factors In education is the student's family 
circle. The number of family members can be Important in terms of fam- 
ily relationships. Therefore the question of "How many persons do you 
live with in the same house?" has been added to the questionnaire. A 
great part of the Open Education Faculty students stated that the num- 
ber of family members is 4-5. The distribution of the answers to this 
question is as follows: 3% (227 persons) of the students live alone, 6% 
(516 persons) state that they share the house with another person. 
31% (2601 persons) with 2-3 persons, 39% (3247 persons) with 4-5 
persons, 21% (1762 persons) with 6 or more persons. 29 students 
didn't answer this question. 
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The same group of students were asked in 1982-83 term- when reg- 
teterkig to the Open Education Faculty - the question of "How many 
persons do you have in your family?*. The distrit>ution of the 22.821 
answers to this question is as follows: 2% (445 persons) of these stu- 
dents state that there are two persons at home, 4% (1819 persons) 
three. 19.5% (54450 persons) four, 25% (5683 persons) five and 46% 
(10424 persons) six or more persons. This data shows that the mass of 
students registered to the Open Education Faculty four years ^o has 
the same family structure with the group of senior students today. The 
families of 60% of the Open Education Faoilty students have five or 
more members. This finding shows that this rate is almost the same as 
the Turkey's average (DIE. 1980. p:13). In this respect it is not possible 
to compare the university students in Turkey with the C^n Education 
Faculty students. However, it can be expected that the latter group has 
some differences in terms of their families. 

The educational t>ackground of the i^rsons whom the students are in 
ctose contact with is also a very crucial factor In the students' adapta- 
tk)n to the society and in his training. In the researches carried on the 
social status of the students, the parents' educational background, the 
members of the family, the number of sisters or brothers, the place 
where the students live have been important variations together with 
the students' economic situations (Gunduz, 1980, p:59). Therefore, two 
questions on the educational background of the mothers and fathers 
have been added to the questionnaire. The distribution of the answers 
to both questions is as follows: 28% (23589 persons) of ttiese students 
have illiterate mothers, 58% (4842 persons) have literate or primary 
school graduate - mothers, 7% (549 persons) have secondary - school 
graduate mothers, 6% (505 persons) have high-school graduate moth- 
ers, 1% (86 persons) have university graduate mothers. 42 students 
dnd not answer this question. 

As for the fathers' educational background, 5% (452 persons) have il- 
literate, 60% (5037 persons) have literate or primary school graduate, 
10% (673 persons) have secondary school graduate, 15% (860 per- 
sons) have highschool graduates, 8% (671 persons) have university 
graduate. 89 students did not answer this question. 

The findings on the university students obtained through the studies 
by Gdkmen and et al and those on the Open Education Faculty stu- 
dents show similarities in terms of the rates of the highschool and uni- 
versity gr^uate parents. This information has been presented compa- 
retlva^ in Table 1. 
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TABLE: 1 

The Education Level of The University Students' Parents (%) 



EDUCATION LE VEt^ OF M01>CRS' 


EDUCATION LEVELS OF FATHERS' 


LEVEL OF 


EK9I1982 


GOKNEN 


1 90/ 


EK$) 1^ 


06KMEN 

91 oil, 1909 


DEMlRAY 


•JLUTERATE 


0.33 


0.27 


028 


0.07 


0.07 


0.05 


LITERATE 
and PRIMARY 
SCHOOL 
GRAIXJATE 


0.44 


0.50 


0.57 


0.46 


0.48 


0.60 


SECONDARY 

SCHOOL 

GRADUATE 


0.10 


0.07 


0.06 


0.13 


0.10 


0.10 


HiGHSCHOOL 
GRADUATE 


0.09 


0.11 


0.06 


0.17 


0.16 


0.15 


UNIVERSITY 
GRADUATE 


0.03 


0.05 


0.01 


0.13 


0.19 


O.OB 



Ref: (Demiray, 1987, p:32) 



The answers obtained from the questionnaire given to the senior 
students four years ago are as follows:28% have illiterate mothers and 
5%illiterate fathers.60% have primary school graduate mother. 63% 
primary school graduate fathers and 6% have secondary school 
graduate mothers and 10% fathers, 1% have universty graduate 
mothers, and 8% fathers. This indicates that the students who regis- 
tered to the Open Education Faculty four years ago and the senior stu- 
dents today are almost the same in terms of their parents' educational 
background. Another research compares the students who registered 
in 1982-83 term to The Open Education Faculty programs "Economic" 
and "Business Administration" with the students who registered to the 
EITIA (Eski^hir ECSA) Economics and Administration programs (The 
students were given seats by the University Placement Center to the 
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Eski$ehir Economic and Commercial Sciences Academy (Eski$ehir 
ECSA) in 1982-83, and in NoNfember, 6, 1982 Eskl§ehif Academy in as 
attad^ed to Anadolu University), in term of the educational bacitground 
of tt>e parents. And it is seen that the Open Education Faculty students 
have parents whose educational levels rather low whereas other uni- 
versty students have parents whose educational level is high. The 
nun^r of the Open Education Faculty students whose parents are not 
literate is very high. (GundOz, 1985, p:60) 

The data mentioned above can briefly t>e summarized as such: It has 
been observed that there is a difference in terms of parents' educa- 
tional background for both the Open Education Faculty students and 
the other university students. The nun*er of students who have high- 
school graduates anK>ng the universty students is more than those of 
the Q^en Education Faculty students. The education?ii background of 
the Open Education Faculty students is rather k>w. 

An important point here is that the Open Education Faculty Students* 
fathers have a h^her degree of educatton than their mothers (Table 1 ). 

The occupation of parents can also be important factor for a higher 
education students. Therefore the question of the parente' occupatkin 
has been added to the questionnaire. From the answe>^ it has been 
observed that 93% (763 persons) of the Open Education Faculty stu- 
dents have not-working mothers. 6,5% of the mothers have such occu- 
pations as follows: 1% (1 1 1 persons) are seasonal workers or unem- 
ptoyed , 5% (378 persons) are workers, officials or retired, 0.6%(57 
persons) are doing their own work,shareholder employer or txisiness 
woman. On the other hand the fathers of 12% (1018 persons) of the 
students are unemployed or seasonal workers, 54% (4494 persons) 
are workers, officials and retired, 17% ( 1426 persons) are tradesman, 
3% (279 persons) are doing their own work (such as doctors, lawyer, 
engineers, etc,) 10% (812 persons) are employers or farmers. 353 stu- 
dents did answer this question. 

Another research done in 1975 indicates that approximately 90% of 
the university students have mothers who are not working (house- 
wives) and 50% have fathers who are workers, officials and retired 
(Ek§l, 1982, p:160). 

The monthly income of the Open Education Faculty students' families 
has also been asked in the questionnaire. The distribution of the an- 
swers to this question is as such: Those whose monthly income is less 
than 30.000 TL consist of 8% (700 persons) of the control group, those 
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whose income is between 30.000 - 60.000 TL consist of 35% (3239 
persons) of the controi group, those whose income is between 60.000 - 
120.000 TL make up 38% {3205 persons), those whose income Is be- 
tween 120.000 - 230.000 TL make up 14% (1145 persons) and those 
whose income is more than 230.000 TL constet of 4% (355 persons) of 
the sroup. 61 students dd not answer this question. 

tt is rather dfficult to make compivteons in tenns of the distributions of 
students' income shown in the other studies because Turkey has had 
financial fluctuations in the recent years. However, the study canled out 
by GOnduz in 1982 has indicated that the questton of monthly income 
asked to the students who registered to EITIA (Eski§ehir EECSA) in 
1982 and those who registered to the Open Education Faculty pro- 
grams is in the same Income categories. TaWe 2 shows the findings of 
the research mentioned ^ve. 



TABLE: 2 



MOMTHLY 

»iCOME 

LEVEL 


OPEN EDUCATK5N 
FACULTY (1982) 


ESKl§EH»1 m ACADEMY (1962) 






Percentile 


NuiT^er 


Percentage 


Under 
10.000 TL. 


3441 


0,14 


77 


0.10 


10.000- 
24.999 TL. 


14340 


0,59 


472 


0.59 


25.000- 
49.999 TL. 


5533 


0^ 


203 


0.25 


50.000- 
74.999 TL. 


929 


0.03 


2S 


0.05 


Above 
75.000 TL. 


322 


0.01 


14 


0,01 


TOTAL 


24565 


100 


806 


100 



Reference: (Qunduz, 1985, p: 62). x2(4j=16.99; p<0.01 
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In order to find out whether ^ere a difference in tenn of the monthly 
income of the university stiKjents and the Eski^hir Aca(temy (later the 
Open Education Faculty) students Khi squa^ test has been applied to 
the frequendes. The result shows that there is a difference t>etween the 
two groups in terms of montWy Income. (X2(4)=i6.99. p<0.01). The low- 
est income category rather includes the Open Education Faculty stu- 
dents (QOiKKiz: 1985. p:62). 

The questionnaire includes another question on the family's monthly 
income In terms of the number of the members earning a living? The 
distribution of the answers to this question is as follows: 46% (3325 
persons) state that there is one persons earning a living, 39% (3239 
persons) two, 12% (1017 persons) 3.2% (191 persons) 4 and 1% (66 
persons) 5 or more. 44 students did not answers this question. As it is 
seen in almost half of the families one family member earns their living. 
In this respect, there is a parallelism between almost half of the stu- 
dents having inconre less than 60.000 TL 

The question of "How many rooms -expect kitchen and bathroom- do 
you have in your house?" was asked in the questionnaire. The distribu- 
tion of the answers to this question is as foltows: 3% (219 persons) 
have stated that they have one room, 19% (1616 persons) two rooms, 
54% (4990 persons) three rooms. 19% (1600 persons) four rooms, 6% 
(462 persons) five or more. 21 students dd not answer this questk)n. 

The Open Educatk>n Faculty students have been asked the question 
of whether they have a study of their own. The distribution of the an- 
swers to this question is as foltows: 51% (4312 persons) have stated 
that they have a study of their own, 46% (4036 persons) have stated 
that they do not 32 students 6i6 not answers this questton. The students 
were asked the same question four years ago and from the 22708 an- 
swer it was observed that 50% (1 1283 persons) of the students did not 
have a room of their own. Therefore, there is not an important differ- 
ence in terms of the students' having a study of their own-four years 
ago and today. 

The questionnaire Includes such questions as whether the control 
group has the mass-media at home and the other facilities determining 
their social status. One of these question is: "Do you have a tape recor- 
der or a radio you can use at home?". The dlstrtbutkm of the answers to 
this questk>n are as follows: 6% (543 persons) have no radio or tape 
recorder 23% (1893 persons) have radio only and 3% (228 persons) 
have only tape recorders. The rate of those who have both radio and 
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tape recorders is 67% (5618 persons). 64 students did not answer this 
question. 

As for TV and video; 10% (795 persons) have none of them. 44% 
(9733 persons) have only B/W TV, 36% (3048 persons) have color TV. 
Thus approximately 80% (6781 persons) have TV at home (when both 
B/W and color TV are considered together). 9% of the students have 
both TV and VCR. 19 student did not answer this questk>n. 

The other facilities asked to the questions are such ones as videos, 
cars, telephones and owning a flat/house. These facilities can be 
thought as the determiners of social status. The distrSHition of the an- 
swers shows that 30% of the students have none of such facilities, 30% 
have only one of them and 40% have two or three of those facNities. 
When this group has been analysed in detail, it is seen that 23% (1959 
persons) have two of these facilities, 11% (936 persons) three, 4% 
(373 persons) four of them, 29 students did not answer this question. 

The rate of the Open Education Faculty students who live with their 
families is about 85%. Although the Open Education Faculty students 
have a h^her range of average age than the other university students, 
a greater part of them live with their families. Because they carry on 
their education through the dlstan<^ education method. Therefore, they 
do not have to more to the cities where the higher education Institutions 
are. In this respect the family's attitude towards the students gains im- 
portance. Therefore, the students have been asked such questions as 
who is dominant in the important decisions taken and how much toler- 
ance the family eiders and parents show the students. 

The distribution of the answers to the question of "Who usually takes 
important decisions in your family?" is as such: 51% (4247 persons) 
have stated that they take important decisions "together with all family 
members". In other words it can be said that half of the Open Education 
Faculty student takes part in the important decisions. 1238 students 
who state that the Important decisions are taken by their father only 
consist of the 15% of the control group. Those who state that their moth- 
er are dominant in decision making. In other words 1/5 of the Open Ed- 
ucation Faculty students' parents take part In decision making together. 
12% (1007 persons) of the students state that the elders In their family 
together with their parents take part in decision-making. 19 students did 
not answer this question. 

The answers to the question of tolerance is as follows: 1% (104) stu- 
dent state that they show "no tolerance", 7% (547) students "too little". 
26% (2182) students "too much", 49% state that sometimes "positive", 
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sometimes "negative", 17% (1338) students state that there is "no inter- 
ference". 67 students did not answer this question . 

When the answers "too much tolerance"* and "no interference" are 
conskjered together, it is seen that 43% (3570) students of the control 
group have democratic families. When the 48% answers "sometimes 
positive, sometimes negative in terms of tolerance" are added, it is 
seen that 99% of the Open Education Faculty students have democrat- 
ic-toan extent - fantilies. 

The study done by Ek$i has show that approximately 25% of the stu- 
dents take part in decision making with the family memt>ers. The rate of 
taking part in deciston-making increases from 25% to 60% when the 
questk>n is concerved with the alternatives "to discuss the topic in the 
family" and "In my family men and women discuss the problem equally 
but what the men say is done primarily", in this respect, it can t>e said 
that 1/4 of the families have a democratic atmosphere which the prob- 
lems are discussed and the decisions are equally taken. (Ek$i: 1982, 
p:169). 

Another research on how the students regard their families in terms of 
"Independence", "responsibility" and "decision-making on their own" 
was carried out on 4518 students who registered to Istanbul University 
In 1977-1978 educational year by Ek§l. In this study published in Ek§i*s 
"Our Youth And Their Problems" the students have been asked to state 
the characteristics whether their parents give importance or not. The 
answers to the questions including the characteristics (or chosies) as 
a) independence, b) having responsibilites, c) decision-making on their 
own have shown that the parents of 56% of the students give impor- 
tance on their students' being Independent, 82% on having responsi- 
bilities, 68% on giving decisions by themselves (Ek§i: 1982, p:195). 

It has been observed that the same results have been obtained in the 
research titled "The Leisure Activities of The University (Higher Educa- 
tion) Students and the Levels of Realizing Themselves", in this re- 
search the questk}n of "How is your family's general attitude to you?" 
has been asked the students. The distribution of the answers to this 
question is as such: 51% of the students have stated that their family's 
attitude is "democratic", 33% "helpful", 7% "authoritative" and 4% 
"indifferent". The rate of the students who have selected "others" choice 
is 5%. (Gdkmen and et al: 1985, p:40) 

In the light of the above data it can be said that the students who state 
the ktea that their families are democratic have appropriate family cir- 
cles, in this respect there seems to be no difference between male and 
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female students. However, when the answers in tenns of the "degree of 
tolerance" their families show the number of male students who are 
more tolerated Is higher than that of female stuctonts. 

The ^aracteristics of the students in this research can be summar- 
ized as follows: Most of these students work out they are older than the 
other university students and are married at a higher degree than the 
university students. Their financial status is not very high and almost 
half of them live in towns, counties and villages. Most of the students 
live with their families and almost half of them live with five or more 
members of their families. The rate of their parents' educational back- 
ground Is a little tower (especialy the rate of the university graduates is 
very little). The Open Education Faculty students' mother have lower 
educatk)nal level than that of the fathers'. In temis of parents' occupa- 
tional status, most of the mothers are housewives, most of the fathers 
are workers, offk^ials or retired. When this is compared with those of the 
other university students it is seen that there is not a great difference. In 
the families of most students one person supports the family, in half of 
them two or more persons support the family financially. 72% of the stu- 
dents' families have a monthly income of l)etween 30.000 TL. and 
1 20.000 TL. For most of the students their houses are sufficient in terms 
of the number of rooms. Half of the students have a study room of their 
own. In terms of the facilities and the mass-media used it can be said 
that the students have enough of them. These students regard their 
families a bit more democratic than those of the other university stu- 
dents. The same is valid for them in terms of their communication and 
Interactions with their families. 

Use of Time 

In order to determine the students time usage, the questions on the 
weekly hours of work, the daily hours of study and the hours for leisure 
time a day have been asked. The questions are about these topics. 

The questton "If you work out how many hours a week do you work?" 
has been answered by 41% (3416) students as "I do not work at any 
job". 4: (315) students "under 20 hours" and 16% (1335) "20-40 hours". 
24% (1991) students "41-50 hours" and 13% (1130) "more than 50 
hours". 195 sUidents did not answer this question. 

As oljserved in the answers 41% of the student do not work at any job 
and 53% work for more than 20 hours a week. This shows that 37% of 
the students in the control group work full-time. 

The question "Can you study regularly, if so how many hours a day do 
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you stucfy?" have been answered In the following way: 48% (4013) stu- 
dents state "I cannot study regularty", 6% (500) "less than an hours", 
30% (2505) students "1 -2 hours", 13% (1112) "3-4 hours", 3% (210) "5 
hours or more". 42 studente dtd not answer this question. From the an- 
swers it is observed that approximately half of the students do not study 
regularly, 43% study for 1-4 hours. 16% for 3 hours or more. 

The last question on the students' use of time is this: "How many 
hours a day on average do you spare for leisuer time activities?". The 
distribution of the answers to this question is as follows: 22% (1872) of 
the students state that they have no leisure hours, 34% (2862) for "1-2 
hours", 28% (2382) for "3-4 hours", 1 1% (931) for "5-6 hours" and 4% 
(314) for "7 hours or more". 21 students did not answer this question. 
This distribution shows that for half of the students the leisure hours are 
1 -4 hours and for 15% of them it is more than five hours. 

In this respect, it can be said that as the number of working hours in- 
crease, the number of study hours decrease. This is because the hours 
for sleeping and the other daily needs will not change. In order to deter- 
mine whether such a situation exists the answers to both questions 
have been analysed together. The answers to the question "If you work 
out how many hours do you have to be at work?" (I, e the answers 
those students who do not work, who work for 20-40 hours a week 
(part-time) and those who work for 41 hours (full-time) give have been 
considered together with the answers given to the question "Can you 
work regularty, If so how many hours do you spend studying?" (i. e not 
regularly and less than 1 hour. 1-2 hours a day, 3 hours and more) and 
the situation is presented in Table 3. 
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TABLE: 3 

The PeriocJ Of Working Hours and Time For StiKly 
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38.2 
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Column% 


48.5 


31.7 


14.5 






(FULL-TIME) 
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26.4 


9.5 


2.3 






TOTAL 


Number 


4429 


2451 


1279 


8159* 






% 


54.3 


30.0 


15.7 


100.0 



223 Student are out of this analysis. 
x2{4)=782.37. p<0.01 



As seen in Table 3 there is a relevant relation between the period of 
study hours and that of working hours. As It is expected the more the 
number of working hours are, the less the number of study hours tse- 
come and the study hours become irregular. 

The rate of those who work at a job is 21%, that of those who do not 
work is 73%. It is seen that the raet of the students who work for most of 
the year is 6% (Gokmen and et al, 1985, p:42). When the fact that the 
this number is twice as many of the university students in the other 
higher education institutions. 

The above mentioned data can briefly be summarized as follows: It is 
seen that about half of the Open Education Faculty students study for 

132 



134 



less than an hour and not regularly and that ^e rate of those who 
study for 1-2 hours a day is 30% and that of those who study for 3 or 
more hours is atsout 15%. This study has stated that there is a relevant 
relation between the period of stucfy hours ar^j that of working hours. In 
other words, the more the number of working hours are the less the 
numt>er of study hours become. 

A final point in the Open Education Faculty Students use of time is 
that 22% of the students state that they have no leisure hours and 34% 
1-2 hours for leisure. This indicates that about 60% of the control group 
do not have leisure hours apart from every day activities like sloping, 
feeding and work and study hours. In the research done by Gdkmen 
and et at it has been seen that the university students have on average 
1 hour 10 minutes a day as their leisure hour during the teaching term. 
During the holidays this average figure becomes 1 hour 35 minutes 
(Qdkmen and et al, 1985, p:57). 

In the study titled "Results of The Questionnaire on How The Stu- 
dents Living In Domiitories Spend Their Leisure Time" Living In Dormi- 
tories it is observed that 1-2 hours of leisure a day, 14% have more 
than 3 hours, 12% have no time for leisure (Yurtkur, 1967, p:35). 

In this way it has been understand that the public's kiea that the Open 
Education Faculty students can have more time for leisure just because 
they do not have compulsory attendance is not correct. This mistaken 
idea can be based on the thought that the public has not yet realized 
that most of the Open Education Faculty students work out. 
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